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Since my country, Sierra Leone, is a member of the British
Commonwealth of Nations, I could hardly resist the temptation of culti¬
vating an interest in imperial studies. Because of this, I chose to
write my thesis on the topic, "The Triumph of British Imperialism
During The Late-Victorian Era (1884-1900)." My purpose in this paper
is to study very closely the underlying causes that were chiefly
responsible for the success of British imperialism in the latter part
of the nineteenth century.
A change in the attitude of Britain toward Empire became
noticeable in the year 1870. It was the year when Gladstone spoke of
the inevitable separation of colonies from their mother country and
the need to provide for this event in a friendly spirit. It was the
year when Britain adopted a conscious policy of the new imperialism.
(The word "imperialism" was just coming into use in the new meaning
which it was now acquiring: the extension of political power over non-
European areas and peoples.)
Disraeli's Crystal Palace speech of 1872 is often quoted as the
inauguration of the new imperialistic epoch. In this speech, he re¬
minded England of the abortive attempts of Liberalism to disintegrate
the Empire. The Liberals had employed statesmen of the highest
character, writers of the most distinguished ability in this endeavour,
to prove that colonies were of no economic consequence. Disraeli
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observed that the Liberals regarded the colonies of England and the
connection of England with India as a burden to the British taxpayer.
He said that these people viewed everything in financial terms, and
completely disregarded the moral and political aspects which made nations
great. He held that self-government for the colonies ought to have been
conceived as part of a great policy of imperial consolidation. He
thought that self-government should not have been granted without some
understanding in matters such as an imperial tariff and military code.
It should be noted, however, that the claim of Disraeli's early
twentieth century biographers that it was from his 1872 speech that the
modern conception of the British Empire arose is hardly accepted today.
It is now clear that the links which survived the collapse of the old
empire were those forged from the spirit of freedom and voluntarism on
which Gladstone leaned so heavily,
Britain had enjoyed a period of high prosperity from the 1850's
to the 1870's. Trade had expanded beyond all expectations; British
steamships were knitting together the four corners of the world, Britain
had become the world's forge, the world's productive centre, the world's
shipbuilder, the world's carrier, the world's banker, and the world's
entrepot. Possession of colonies seemed unimportant and irrelevant be¬
cause of prosperity at home and favorable commerce abroad. In the 1870's
this supremacy was challenged. Prosperity was followed by a severe
depression, with effects all over the world. Agriculture, shipping,
iron and steel were badly affected. British farming slumped heavily
because British farmers were confronted with the opening of the vast
grain lands of the American Middle West and the flood of meat imports
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from elsewhere overseas. The replacement of iron by steel meant scrap¬
ping the old iron plants, and involved a new dependence on imports to
secure ores of the best quality. Competition between the new steamers
and the old sailing ships led to overproduction of steamers. The demand
for railways approached the saturation point. Other countries took to
the manufacture of steel, defending their products by protective
tariffs, whereas the British market was on free trade.
The Germans were a special menace. Their growing strength
under Bismark, their domestic tariff policy, their subsidies and their
undercutting of export prices appeared to the British as a direct threat.
Other nations, especially the United States and France, could boast of
their foreign trade which was increasing more rapidly than Britain's.
The Russians were busy introducing industry to their country. The
rate of increase of industrial production at this time was; Great ‘
Britain, 2.11%; Germany, 4.57o; United States, 5.2%; and Russia, 5.72%.
The demand for steel and pig iron drove production up, as the
following tables will show. These figures indicate, furthermore, the
inability of the United Kingdom to maintain its position of superiority
in the face of the rapid growth of industries in the United States and
Germany. British ore was not suited for making steel by the Bessemer
process, and many of the mines of west-central England were closed down
as unprofitable. Imports of ore from Spain and Sweden did not suffice
to balance developments in Germany after 1870.
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ANNUAL PRODUCTION OF STEEL
(In thousands of metric tons)
Country 1865 1870 Increase 7c. Increase
Britain 225 286 61 27
United States 13 68 55 423
Germany 97 169 72 74
France 41 83 42 100
World Total 419 703 230
ANNUAL PRODUCTION OF PIG IRON
(In thousands of metric tons)
Countrv 1865 1870 Increase /'o Increase
Britain 4892 6060 1168 24
United States 843 1692 849 100
Germany 882 1391 509 55
France 989 1178 189 20
World Total 9099 12259 2715
Important as were the improvements in the steel and the pig iroi
industries, it should be realized that these would have been impossible
without coal. Both as a producer of heat for smelting or for steam
power and as a source of essential by-products, coal was very important
in late nineteenth century industrialization. The increase in its pro¬
duction by nations other than Britain is illustrated by the following
table indicating millions of metric tons;
ANNUAL PRODUCTION OF COAL
Countrv 1860 1870 ■ ■■ Increase 7o increase
Britain 80.2 225.2 145 181
United States 15.2 244.6 229.4 160
Germany 12.3 109.1 86.8 725
France 8.1 32.7 24.6 400
Belgium 9.6 23.5 13.9 140
An analysis of this table shows that Britain increased her pro¬
duction of coal by 145 thousand metric tons, and Germany by 86.8
thousand metric tons. Percentage-wise, Britain's increase was 181%
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and Germany's was 725%; therefore, the ratio of their production was 1:4.
It was not surprising then that, under all these contemporary economic
developments, the desire to protect British trade and to develop the em¬
pire as a new, secure market and investment outlet should gain ground
and rally enthusiastic response.
The idea of a huge imperial federation with Britain as the focus
of political and economic power interested many thinkers of the time.
To some, the empire resembled the tribal spirit. In the tribe, the
younger generation never escape. They marry within the tribal bounda¬
ries, build their own homes, and remain definitely under strong fatherly
discipline.
Government policy and public opinion on the new imperialism at
this time were far more sophisticated than they had been under the old
imperialism. It was no longer a question of exploiting colonies but of
developing them. In Chamberlain's own view, Britain owed them an
"obligation," hence he outlined three stages of imperialism. The first
stage he called the phase of "possession," the second, he called the
phase of "kinship;" and the third, he called the phase of "obligation."
The trend, therefore, was to keep the Empire united for the benefit and
glory of the whole. Popular opinion of the new imperialism held that the
white population in the colonies would be retained by kinship and that
the native population in the underdeveloped areas of the world would be
conquered and civilized.
The imperialists took tremendous pride in every territorial
acquisition. The new pride in Empire was greatly stimulated by the
books of Sir Charles Dilke (Great Britain, 1870), Sir John Seeley (The
Expansion of England, 1883), and J. A. Forde (Oceana, 1889). These men
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were concerned with the Empire as it was, and not so much with the
expansion of the Empire.
Military factors also accounted for Britain's revived spirit in
imperialism. The occupation of certain areas was undertaken in many
cases because of the strategic value of the region. A case in point is
that of the occupation of Egypt in 1882 for protecting the route of
India. Another instance is that of the acquisition of the Chinese port
of Wei-hai-wei in 1898 to counter the Russian acquisition of Port
Arthur.
There existed in a considerable proportion of the British
people a genuine desire to spread Christianity. The churches took up
this responsibility, hence devoted men like David Livingstone traveled
to faraway places for religious motives. Livingstone spent his life in
Africa working against the evil effects of the Arab slave trade, but in
so doing, he opened east Africa to colonial enterprise.
From 1870 to 1914 there was a wave of territorial acquistion
and penetration into "underdeveloped" areas that was more rapid and more
extensive than any similar movement western Europe had ever experienced.
This new imperialism had certain characteristics which distinguished it
from the old imperialism of the sixteenth, seventeenth, and eighteenth
centuries. In the first place, because of the development of transporta¬
tion and communication the expansion was much more rapid and the
penetration deeper and more effective. In the second place, it was
accompanied by a very heavy export of capital and capital goods and by
the construction of equipment overseas such as railways, dams and high¬
ways. In the third place, England built up a mercantilism that had to
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do with industry and internal administration up to 1660. After that
date, she turned to a type of mercantilism that was almost purely com¬
mercial and colonial. The basic tenets of this system were:
bullionism, balance of trade, self-sufficiency, industry, agriculture,
commerce, sea-power, colonies, increase in the birth rate by maintaining
a prosperous peasantry, employment of the able-bodied paupers, dis¬
approval of the use of gold and silver for luxuries, distrust of
foreigners, political and economic unity, and positive action by the
state to achieve the ends of mercantilism. Finally, the sphere of
operations of the new imperialism was largely in Africa, the Near and
Middle East, China, and the South Seas, while that of the old imperial¬
ism was concentrated largely in the Americas and India.
A detailed analysis of the new imperialism would indicate that
the great improvements in transportation, communication, medicine, and
military equipment made possible the exploration, the seizure, and the
administration of remote areas in Africa, China, the Near and Middle
East, and numerous islands of the tropical seas. By the acquisition of
such territories, Britain increased her political, cultural, and econo¬
mic prestige. This acquisition presented to humanitarians a chance to
plead the cause of civilizing underdeveloped peoples, or in the words
of Kipling, to take up "the white man's burden,"
A close study of the business cycle from 1850 to. 1914 would show
that the economic system generated periods of prosperity and depression.
The characteristic cycle ran in this fashion: new supplies of gold were
pushing prices upward; bank credit was being employed more extensively
on the Continent of Europe; there was an increased demand for consumer
X i
goods; the armament race was under way; imperialist activity was marked;
and articles like cotton boomed. For a time the future of the economy
looked bright but from 1873 to 1896 there was a long period of falling
prices. This period of economic depression was another factor that
pushed the new imperialism forward.
This thesis is divided into five chapters. The first chapter
presents a background of imperial history, and surveys the various
theories of imperialism. It should be noted in this chapter that the
word imperialism has many connotations. Schimipeter, for instance, says
that imperialism is "the objectless disposition on the part of a state
to unlimited forcible expansion;" Lenin says that it is "the monopoly
stage of expansion;" Langer says that it is in a sense "synon3mious with
the appropriation by western nations of the largest part of the rest of
the earth;" and Nkruma asserts that it is a "doctrine of exploitation."
The second chapter is devoted to the development of Late-
Victorian imperialism. Case studies of imperialism involving Africa,
Asia and islands in the South Pacific are included to give a realistic
and concrete picture of the struggles Britain encountered before her
tritonph of imperialism in the Late-Victorian era.
The third chapter deals with the Imperial Federation League.
It points out the great interest which the League aroused at the begin¬
ning and the enthusiasm of the colonial politicians for it, until
Gladstone gave it a death blow in 1893 when he refused to accept the
terms of "preferential trade agreements" contained in the Report of a
Committee of the League. This report attempted to draw up a scheme for
combining the resources of the Empire with a view toward defending and
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maintaining common interests. The chapter points out the tremendous
support which the English press gave to the League. The most important
achievement of the League, which is pointed out, was its share in the
calling of the first Colonial Conference in 1887.
In the fourth chapter. The Question of Trade is very carefully
examined. The British parliament, which set up a commission to study
this matter, tried to isolate the causes of depression and to find a
solution in the new imperial policy. The problem during this period was
the progressive accumulation of capital and the need for investment of
surplus capital. Modern industry made possible the amassing of huge
fortunes. It was viewed with favor that colonies would provide places
to invest surplus capital at a high return with the minimum of risk.
The rest of the chapter is devoted to the pros and cons of tariffs. It
shows how Friedr ich List in his National System of Political Economy
(1841) developed an antithesis that forever dismissed that of Adam Smith
in his Wealth of Nations. List emphasized that England was trying to
dominate the world in commerce because she was more advanced in industry
and had a virtual monopoly in manufacturing. Free trade was, in his
opinion, advantageous to Britain and ruinous to the rest of the world.
The Popularity of Imperialism is discussed in the fifth chapter.
The chapter presents Cobdenism as an anti-imperialistic and anti¬
militaristic philosophy which had a very strong hold on English minds
during the time of Gladstone, but it also shows how it lost a signifi¬
cant number of its adherents to Joseph Chamberlain, who broke away from
the Cobdenites in 1886 because of Irish home rule. It points out that
by 1895 the new imperialism was very popular with the lower classes.
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It suggests that the contributory factors were as follows: (a) the new
imperialism carried a doctrine of full-employment; (b) the literature of
adventure, especially the works of Kipling, the British romantic "poet
of imperialism," glorified the growth of the British Empire; (c) the ex¬
tension of the suffrage; and (d) journalism.
In summary, the introductory chapter states that between 1850
and 1870, Britain enjoyed a great economic prosperity, which was envied
and challenged especially by Germany. The world "depression" of 1873-
1896 compelled Britain to study its trade position, to review its
imperial policy, and to direct public opinion to accept the new imperial¬
ism on the grounds that it envisaged full-enqjloyment and would employ
idle capital in the colonies. It would bring fabulous economic returns
home. It would fulfil a mission and a divine duty to the underdeveloped




SOME DEFINITIONS AND THEORIES OF IMPERIALISM
In this chapter, some of the definitions and theories of
imperialism will be discussed. Attempts will be made to give a balanced
view of the economic, religious, and nationalistic facets of imperialism.
The conflicting opinions of distinguished economists and historians pro¬
vide a thought provoking coverage of a complex incident in world
history. It is observed that these scholars limited their definitions
to certain characteristics, all of which gravitate towards the relation¬
ship that existed between the weak and the strong and between the
European and the non-European peoples of the earth at different times
in world history. The theories they formulated are well considered
allegations of facts. Like all theories, theirs are based on a broad,
comprehensive, integrating explanation which should enable the reader
to grasp their points of view.
The term imperialism is derived from the Latin imperator and it
is associated with empire.^ It assumes a meaning of supreme rule of
strong peoples over weaker peoples or control of a powerful nation over
a backward area. An imperialist nation may exercise control over
In ancient Rome, a general was addressed by his soldiers as
imperator after a major victory. The title was, however, temporary.




another nation, in any of the following ways: (i) by conquest, e.g.,
Egypt was conquered and imperialized by Britain in 1882; (ii) by annex¬
ation, e.g., the English colonies of Hong Kong and Gibraltar; (iii) by
concession, e.g., before 1914 Germany secured many concessions from
Turkey and later imperialized her; (iv) by economy monopoly, e.g., by
the end of the 19th century, China was divided into several spheres of
influence: the English imperialized Central China, the Germans imperi¬
alized north central China, the Russians imperialized northern China,
and the French imperialized southern China; and (v) by protectorates,
e.g., the former English protectorates of Sierra Leone and Uganda. In
such territories, the people are governed by a native ruler who follows
the suggestions of the imperialist nation.
Scholars like Moritz Julius Bonn, defined imperialism as "a
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policy which aims at creating, organizing and maintaining an empire."
In this sense, it is safe to trace imperialism from the early empires,
namely: Sumerian, Babylonian, Hebrew, Phoenecian, Hittite, Assyrian,
Chaldean, Lydian and Persian empires. These empires were under the
rule of emperors whose despotic powers extended over a variety of
peoples.
Briefly the story is this, according to the American historian,
F. H. Soward, about 400 B.C., Sargon I conquered the small city-states
in the eastern part of the Fertile Crescent. Hammurabi conquered all
the eastern part of the Fertile Crescent and formed a Babylonian empire
in about 2100 B.C, The Hebrews crossed the River Jordan and conquered
2
Quoted by F. H. Soward in his article on Imperialism in The
Encyclopedia Americana (New York: Encyclopedia Americana Corporation,
1962), p. 725.
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the Canaanites and settled in Palestine about 1400 B, C, By 586 B,C,,
Nebuchadnezer of Chaldea conquered the Hebrews and took them into
captivity. When Cyrus of Persia triumphed over the Chaldeans, he al¬
lowed the Hebrews to return to Palestine. Between 1400 B.C. to 1200
B,C,, the Hittites established an empire in the northern part of the
Fertile Crescent. In 616 B.C,, the Chaldeans conquered the Babylonians
and in alliance with the Medes, they destroyed the Assyrian Empire and
gained control of the whole Fertile Crescent. Under Cyrus the Persians
conquered the Medes in 546 B.C. and the Babylonian Empire in 539 B.C,
When the various Greek city-states come under the leadership
of Athens, an Athenian Empire was established. It was, however, Philip
of Macedonia (382-336 B.C.) and Alexander the Great (356-323 B.C.) who
really established a Greek Empire ruling from Egypt to India. The
Roman Empire which had emerged from the decay of the old Roman Republic
split into a western and an eastern half, with the latter surviving un¬
til 1453, Early westward expansion to America had been effected by
1000 by the Vikings, but the American discoveries were not properly
utilized until the late fifteenth and early sixteenth centuries by the
British, French, Dutch, Spanish, and Portuguese.
The American Revolution struck a deadly blow at the prevailing
attitude for empire. The changed view was aptly expressed by Turgot,
comptroller general under Louis XVI, in his financial statement that
the colonies were like fruits which cling to the tree only till they
are ripe. More important in relation to imperialism, was the struggle
and exhaustion produced by the era of the French Revolution (1789-1815)
For about a quarter of a century, the western world centered its
4
attention on France. After 1815, all the European states were faced
with considerable internal problems of reconstruction and recovery.
When they had undergone their political reorganization, their strength¬
ened governments were ready to turn their attention to new fields.
Finally Soward points out that in the nineteenth century a spirit of
nationalism developed which helped to motivate them toward imperialism.
E. C. Helmreich, the American historian, defines imperialism as
"the extension of the power and influence of a nation or state over
3other nations, territories, or groups of people." Subject nations,
territories or groups of peoples were either given partial freedom or
were in complete bondage to their masters. If economic motives were
responsible for the imperialistic character of nations, Helmreich con¬
cludes that the economic motives which played a part in the expansion
of the Roman Empire were different from those which stimulated the out¬
ward expansion of Western Europe in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries. The same is true of all succeeding empires.
John Maynard Keynes, the British economist, relates imperialism
to the operation of the old laissez-faire economic system and the gold
standard. He argues that the mercantilists were aware that their
nationalistic policies would breed war. In fact, his view suggests the
theory that imperialism could not solve Britain's problem of unemploy¬
ment where the quantity of the domestic circulation of money and the
rate of interest were primarily determined by the balance of payments.
International trade that is based on exporting surplus products for
O
E. C. Helmreich gives this definition in his article on
Imperialism in Collier's Encyclopedia (Crowell-Collier Publishing
Company, 1964), p. 545.
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monetary metals alone leaves a greater problem in the exporting country
of surplus products when the monetary metals are getting exhausted in
the mines.^ This, of course, will weaken the impulse of imperialism.
So, Keynes strikes a new note, namely the necessity of solving the
problem of unemplo3mient. If this is solved that of the insufficiency
of effective demand is also solved. He wants, consequently, to reform
the capitalist system which has a strong tie with imperialism.
John A. Hobson, the British economist and journalist, attempts
to give definiteness to the term imperialism by providing a table which
tries to interpret the magnitude of British imperialism after 1870.
Between 1871 and 1891 British India had increased to an area of approxi¬
mately 104,993 square miles with a population of about 25,000,000. In
1900, Britain had fifty colonies with a total of nearly 12,000,000
square miles and a colonial population of 345,222,239. These figures
are significant when it is considered that Britain had only 120,979
square miles and a population of about 40,000,000 in 1900.^
To show how much income was derived from Foreign Investment in
Britain between 1884 and 1900, he submits this table
^J. M. Keynes, General Theory (New York: Harcourt Brace &
World, 1936), p. 348.
^J. A. Hobson, Imperialism: A Study (London Publishing Company,
1902), reprinted by D. C. Heath and Company, Boston, 1961, p. XV,
^Ibid., p, 14,
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INCOME FROM FOREIGN INVESTMENT ASSURED TO INCOME TAX
1884 1892 1900
Indian public revenue 2,607,942 3,203,575 3,587,919
Indian rails 4,544,466 4,580,797 4,693,795
Colonial and foreign public
securities 13,233,271 14,949,017 18,394,380
Railways out of United
Kingdom 3,777,592 8,013,838 14,043,107
Foreign and Colonial
investments 9,665,853 23,981,545 19,547,685
Totals 33,829,125 54,728,770 60,266,886
To support the fact that the financial leaders in Britain de¬
sired to expand overseas because of their wish to invest more profit¬
ably their surplus, Hobson submits the returns of investments of life
insurance companies in mortgages outside the United Kingdom. The
returns increased from 6,000,000 pounds sterling in 1890 to 13,000,000
pounds sterling in 1898. Income derived from sources as profit interest
and pensions in 1882 were at 70,000,000 pounds sterling as against
90,000,000 pounds sterling in 1899. Fifteen percent of the total wealth
of England was invested abroad. About 50% of this was in the form of
loans to foreign and colonial governments. Of the rest a considerable
portion was invested in railways, banks, telegraphs, and other public





As far as Hobson is concerned, economic imperialism is merely
one kind of expansion, representing one kind of motive, which operates
with the military, sentimental, religious, and other non-economic
motives. It is a product of certain faults of capitalism which if re¬
moved would minimize imperial tendencies. Thus, his theory implies
that if capitalism has to save itself from international conflict, it
should pay higher wages to the domestic employers and keep the surplus
products at home.
Imperialism to V. I. Lenin, the Communist leader of the Russian
Revolution, was primarily an economic phenomenon. He linked the term
with the final stages of capitalism. "Capitalism is that stage of
development," he said, "in which the domination of monopolies and
finance has taken place; in which the export of capital has acquired
pronounced importance; in which the division of the world by the inter¬
national trusts has begun, and in which the partition of the earth by
the greatest imperialism countries has been completed."® Lenin's
theory suggests that imperialism was a development of the late eight¬
eenth and nineteenth centuries.
This theory assumes that imperialism is an expression of the
need for new markets for the surplus inventory caused by mass pro¬
duction, the search for industrial resources and cheap labor. Lenin
explains that imperialism is an inevitable phase in the evolution of
capitalism, and predicts that the capitalist system would eventually
yield diminishing returns at home, and thereby compel the capitalist to
0
V. I. Lenin, Imperialism: The Highest Stage of Capitalism
(New York: International Publishers, 1933), p. 72.
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look abroad for outlets. He concludes that the capitalist system would
die of congestion when the last outlets for surplus capital have been
used up.
Leonard Woolf, the well-known British author, editor and pub¬
lisher, argues that imperialism resulted from the greed of capitalist
Q
businessmen and governments. He examines the European policy which
asserts that the power and organization of the State should be used
upon the outside world in order to promote the economic interests of
the world inside the State. His theory, therefore, is that the result
of this policy was imperialism. He cites the following examples:
(a) Jules Ferry of France defended his action by insisting that the
possession of Tonkin in China would give the French a commercial mono¬
poly of the Western Provinces of China; (b) Lord Luggard of Britain
said that the scramble for Africa was due to the growing commercial
rivalry of the European powers; (c) In the 1870's, the German writers
insisted upon the necessity of colonies for the protection and pro¬
motion of German trade. In 1880, Bismark was converted by the
imperialists, explorers, and traders to accept a policy of imperialism.
From an historical and a sociological point of view, Schumpeter
defines imperialism as "the objectless disposition on the part of a
state to unlimited forcible expansion."^® It seems to him that the
political instincts of a state compel it to wage war for the sake of
^Leonard Woolf, Empire and Commerce in Africa: A Study in
Economic Imperialism (London: George Allen & Unwin, 1919), pp. 16-19.
^^Joseph A. Schumpeter, Imperialism and Social Classes
(Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1951), pp. 5-9.
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fighting, to seek expansion for the sake of acquisition, to gain victory
for the sake of winning, and to possess dominions for the sake of
ruling.
He develops a theory that imperialism is atavistic in character.
He asserts that imperialism is a heritage of the autocratic state. "It
is one of its structural elements, organizational forms, interest align¬
ments, and human attitudes, the outcome of precapitalist forces which
the autocratic state has reorganized, in part by the methods of early
capitalism.He takes the position that in capitalism there is no
drive toward imperialism. British capitalism of the latter half of the
nineteenth century was characterized by free trade. The capitalist
world has always opposed war, expansion, cabinet di|)lomacy and large
standing armies. The industrial worker is anti-imperialistic. It is
noted that it was in Britain where there was capitalist development,
that there was strong opposition to imperialism.
From this historical evidence he concludes that in capitalism
there is no economic drive toward imperialism and that protectionism
and monopolism were not endemic to capitalism. To this, he adds that
"export monopolism" is not imperialism. This sounds like a reply to
the Marxists' theory.
Carlton J. H. Hayes, a gifted and prolific American historian,
says: "Basically the new imperialism was a nationalistic phenomenon.
Some capitalists undoubtedly promoted imperialism, and more profited by




it possible and who most vociferously applauded it and most constantly
12backed it." From this, it is noted that his theory of imperialism
rests upon the fact that it was a "nationalistic phenomenon." To
Britain, the new imperialism expresses a psychological reaction and an
ardent desire to maintain or recover national prestige.
Nicholas Mansergh, Smuts professor of the history of the
British Commonwealth and Fellow of St. John's College, Cambridge,
states that the emphasis of the rulers of Europe in the late nineteenth
century was on the political rather than the economic advantage.
German writers misled their readers by asserting that the prosperity
of Great Britain was due to her outward expansion. The truth is
that the British Empire assumed its enormous size because of her high
industrial productivity and superior commercial techniques. In other
words, the cause of prosperity was the effect of industrialization.
France adopted an imperialistic policy under Jules Ferry- because of
her fears that she would lose political prestige in Europe. He said;
"Must we, in the name of an excessive and short-sighted Chauvinism,
drive French policy into an impasse and let everything be done,
everything be undertaken, everything be decided - without us, around
14
us, against us." England, France and Italy had traditional interests
in North Africa. England and France were divided by Egypt, and England
^^C. J. H. Hayes, A Generation of Materialism 1871-1900 (New
York; Harper and Brothers, 1941), p. 216.
13
Nicholas Mansergh, The Coming of the First World War; A
Study in the European Balance 1878-1914 (London; Longmans, Green &
Co., Ltd., 1949), p. 44.
^^Ibid.. p. 15.
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was fully supported by Germany because Germany wanted reinsurance in the
West against French aggression. When Germany was disappointed by
England in this respect, she tried to make friends with France and
Russia. The friendship with Russia would lessen the risk of an Austro-
Russian conflict in the Balkans, and heighten the risk of an Anglo-
Russian tension in India. From all these political maneuvers, it is
not surprising that Mansergh concludes that the imperial policies of
the Continental states were formulated in the light of the European
balance of power.
Pierre Renouvin, the distinguished French historian, believes
that the European nations were driven into imperialism by the tempera¬
ments of their respective statesmen.He recognizes that the
statesman knows how to capitalize on the possibilities which are at
his disposal. The "partition of the world" was the execution of the
grand design of statesmen. They pushed their country into imperialism
with the hopes that they would satisfy economic needs, acquire naval
bases and ports, and increase the prestige of the state. Chamberlain
strengthened this argument by adding that Britain had a moral obliga¬
tion to the underdeveloped peoples. Leopold II established the Congo
state by his personal handiwork. Jules Ferry forced the French to
accept his imperial policy in China. The English elections of 1895
gave a considerable majority to the Unionists - the imperialists. The
presidential elections of 1900 in the United States won a significant
victory for the Democratic Party whose ticket was for imperialism.
^^Pierre Renovin, Introduction in Colonies et Empires. Vol. 5
(Paris; Presses Universitaures de France, 1949), p. 1.
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Hannah Arendt, the historian and first woman ever appointed a
full professor at Princeton University, adopts an all-encompassing
approach about imperialism. She observes that all the economic groups
were in favor of the new policy. She talks of it as "the alliance
16
between mob and capital." The aim of politicians in the late
Victorian days was nothing but expansion which had its roots in busi¬
ness speculation. A large market directly supervised by an industrial
nation would increase production and the National Income. Politicians
realized that the political structure of their nations could no longer
be enlarged, so as an outlet for political energies, imperialism lent
itself a ready answer.
Namdi Azikiwi, the first African president of the Republic of
Nigeria, sees in man a pugnacious instinct which "activates his
emotions, lubricates his inter-social activities and fortifies his
18
pride with the desire to conquer." The strong nations of the world
have always thrown their weight on the weak nations.
For psycho-political reasons, some nations have to adopt
imperial policies. Using France as an example, he says that if France
had failed to embark on a vigorous imperial policy in the early 1870's,
other powers would have regarded her as weak.
^^Hannah Arendt, The Origins of Totalitarianism (2nd ed.; New
York: Meridian Books, 1958), p. 125.
^^Ibid.. p. 102.
^^Namdi Azikiwe, "Ethics of Colonial Imperialism," Journal of
Negro History. Vol. 16, (July, 1931), p. 287.
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Nwame Nkruma, the liberator of Africa, rejects the doctrine of
assimilation, which assxnnes that the aim of imperialism is to bring
civilization to the people. He does not agree with the doctrine of
trusteeship or partnership either. He asserts that imperialism is a
doctrine of exploitation. In terms of government, it "is the policy
19which aims at creating, organizing, and maintaining an empire."
Nkruma accepts the teachings of Marx and Lenin which he considers as
20"the most searching and penetrating analysis of economic imperialism."
To him imperialism is the product of some financial Interests and
monopoly groups within a nation. In summary, he says: "The colonies
are thus a source of raw materials and cheap labor, a dumping ground
for spurious surplus goods to be sold at exorbitant prices. Therefore,
these colonies become avenues for capital investments, nor for the
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benefit of the investors, whose agents are the governments concerned."
On the whole, there is a conflict of opinions about imperialism.
Scholars have seriously attempted to trace its origin from various
angles. They have also formulated theories and have arrived at dif¬
ferent logical conclusions. For convenience, the scholars whose views
have been examined in this chapter, would be classified into five
groups. The first group, consists of Keynes, Hobson, Lenin, Nkruma and
Woolf. These approached the subject from an economic point of view.
Even then, they differed in their economic theories. Keynes assumes
^^Kwame Nkruma, Towards Colonial Freedom (New York: Inter¬





that if the problem of unemployment is solved, that of the insufficiency
of effective demand is also solved, and consequently, the imperial
impulse might be weakened. Hobson draws the conclusion that if the
domestic workers are paid higher wages, this will increase their pro¬
pensity to consume what the economy is capable of producing, and so
outward expansion will not be necessary. Keynes and Hobson then, sound
as attempting to find a solution for the reform of the capitalist sys¬
tem. Lenin is positive that the capitalist system will die out of
congestion when the last outlets for surplus capital have been used
up. Nkruma is assertive that the imperialist was out only to exploit
the colonies and squeeze out super-profits. He sees no good in him.
Woolf argues that it is the profit incentive that motivated the
businessmen and their governments to pursue an imperial policy.
The second group consists of those who took a political view
of imperialism. These are Boon, Helmreich, Hayes, Manserge and Arendt.
Boon concerns himself with the political significance of imperialism,
hence he says that it is a policy which aims at "creating, organizing
and maintaining and empire." Mansergh concludes that empires were
established in the later part of the nineteenth century for diplomatic
reasons. Imperialism was a means to an end, and that end was the
European balance of power. Although Hayes admits that some capitalists
promoted the new imperialism and profited by it, he sees the national¬
istic phenomenon predominant. Arendt feels that the new imperialism
was an alliance between the much-too-rich and the much-too-poor.
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Schumpeter stands alone in the third group. He takes a socio¬
political approach and rests on the premise that imperialism is
atavistic in character. It is the heritage of the autocratic state.
In the fourth group are Renouvin and Namdi Azikiwi. Renouvin's
premise is that imperialism had its roots in the temperaments of the
new statesmen, who in most cases acted purely on their own. Namdi
Azikiwi draws attention to the idea that imperialism is the outcome
of man's pugnacious instinct.
CHAPTER II
DEVELOPMENT OF LATE-VICTORIAN IMPERIALISM
The international conference held at Berlin between November
1884 to February 1885 marks the beginning of a frantic scramble for
territory that is characteristic of the new imperialism. Bismarck
called this meeting of fifteen representative nations to ease the
tension between the European Powers over partition of Central Africa.
The Congo matter was arranged by granting freedom of commerce in what
came to be known as the "Congo Free State." More important were the
rules adapted for the appropriation of other African territories by
the Powers. It was stipulated that all powers should be notified
when a protectorate was purposed. A significant doctrine that the
Powers formulated in this meeting was that effective occupation of the
coastline conferred a right to "a sphere of influence" in the
interior.
West Africa
Goldie's^ combinations, the National African Company, was able
to prove that it had a sphere of influence on the Niger Coast, and so
that coastline was allotted to Britain. The main course of the Niger
^Sir George Goldie was a former officer of the British army who
held an interest in one of the British companies trading on the lower
Niger. The extension of British power to Ilorin and the other Fulani
emirates was his work.
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was given to the Company, but the coast westward was gradually consoli¬
dated into a colony and protectorate under the crown. The Germans, who
had similarly secured the Cameroons, made an effort to obtain treaties
of cession from native chiefs higher up the Niger, but the British
Company acted more quickly, and a treaty of 1886 regulated the two
countires' spheres of influence. At this juncture the British Company
secured the charter for which it had long been agitating, and changed
its name to the Royal Niger Company.
After the coast question was settled the political interest
shifted to the middle and upper Niger. Here the geographical con-
ditons were different and had given rise to a different racial situation.
The French in the eighties made a vigorous exploitation using the prin¬
ciple of the sphere of influence on the ground that the middle and
upper Niger was, ipso facto, the hinterland of the Senegal and even of
distant Algeria. There was feverish competition between the British
and French pioneers who were advancing from their respective coastlines,
and who were armed with powers to make treaties with African chiefs.
In 1890 an agreement fixed the northwestern corner of Nigeria at Say,
on the Niger, and the northeastern at Lake Chad. Owing to French en¬
croachment, the British withdrew to Ilo in 1898 to stabilize a western
border. The Royal Niger Company had done a great imperial work, but
was faced with the task of the pacification and governance of such a
vast territory. The most encouraging factor about this new territory
was that its trade was extensive and profitable. In 1899-1900, the
British government bought out all the political rights of Nigeria from
the Royal Niger Company and took control.
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In the Gold Coast (now called Ghana), the Royal African Company
ran the English forts, but it lost its monopoly in the reign of William
III. The Company continued to exist, however, until 1752 when it was
succeeded by the African Company of Merchants which remained in posses¬
sion until 1821, when the Crown took over the forts and placed them
under the administration of Sierra Leone. In 1828, the Gold Coast forts
were handed over to a committee of London merchants. The committee
appointed Captain George Maclean as governor, and he extended British
rule between the forts and made a treaty of amnity with the Ashanti
king in the interior. As a result of charges of slave-trading brought
against the merchants, Britain once more and finally took over the Gold
Coast.
Lying inland from the Gold Coast was the powerful kingdom of
Ashanti which constituted a menace to the European settlements and the
neighboring tribes. In 1873, the Ashanti army invaded the British
area but it was badly defeated by Sir Garnet Wolseley. The King of
Ashanti promised peace on terms dictated to him, namely that Ashanti
should pay an indemnity of 50,000 ounces of gold, renounce claims of
suzerainty over Denkera, Assin, Akim, Adansi and Elmina, promise to keep
the road to Kumasi fully open to trade, and abolish the practice of
2human sacrifice. His successor again gave trouble in 1895-6. At
length the British realized the danger of leaving Ashanti alone. They
sent an ultimatum to Kinnasi charging the Ashantis with failure to keep
the treaty of Fomena, and requiring them to accept a British protecto-
^J. D. Fage, An Introduction to the History of West Africa
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1955), p. 139.
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rate. Prempeh and his chief supporters were exiled, and Ashanti was
put under the full wing of the British crown.
Sierra Leone began its career under Britain as the scene of a
philanthropic experiment. With the help of the British Government and
a few philanthropists, Granville Sharp drew up a settlement scheme for
3
Sierra Leone in 1787. There were in England at that time some 1,500
freed slaves and of these 351 were chosen to sail from Portsmouth in
the same year. As the abolition movement gained ground the original
Negro population was augmented by new arrivals from the West Indies
and by other captured in slave ships at sea. In 1792, the philan¬
thropists obtained a charter as the Sierra Leone Company, together
with full control of the colony, but on the final abolition of the
slave trade in 1807, they handed the colony to the Crown. The need to
trade in the interior, and the wish to suppress domestic slave trade
caused an extension of British influence inland. The British Govern¬
ment concluded a boundary agreement with Liberia on the east in 1885,
and with the French Government in the north and northeast during 1895.
The British had contact with Gambia as far back as the Stuart
period. At the peace of Versailles in 1783 the French recognized it as
a British possession in return for a similar recognition of French
rights in the Senegal. For a time the Gambia settlement remained subject
to the government of Sierra Leone. The attempt of the British to ex¬
tend outwards on both sides of River Gambia was seriously hindered by
the French who were too aggressive in grabbing territory, and the
^Christopher Fyfe, A Short History of Sierra Leone (London:
Longmans, Green & Co., Ltd., 1962), p. 26.
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boundary was finally delimited in 1891. The protectorate was estab¬
lished in 1894.
East Africa
Great Britain proclaimed a protectorate over Somaliland in 1884,
mainly for strategic reasons. The partition of the coast from the
equator northwards took place some years after that of Somaliland.
This area had long interested Europeans but mutual jealousies delayed
any settlement. The Sultan of Zanzibar claimed jurisdiction over the
mainland, and used it for his slave trading designs up to the last
quarter of the nineteenth century. From 1885 British and German pio¬
neers penetrated inland and made treaties with the African chiefs.
The region was not actually very enterprising, but Britain felt the
need to carry on the heroic work of David Livingstone in suppressing
the slave trade. Apart from that, the Sudan was abandoned by the Mahdi
from the Egyptian side. Because the British were afraid that a German
advance from the coast might lead the Germans to Uganda and thence to
the conquest of the sources of the Nile, and since Karl Peters was
rapidly concluding treaties in the interior, the British officers
started doing the same from Mombasa inland to Lake Victoria.^ In 1886,
the British East Africa Company took shape and received its charter in
1888. The Sultan in Zanzibar lost his vast territory and his islands
to both the British and the Germans. The Anglo-German Treaty of 1890
defined the exact boundaries for the British East Africa Protectorate
and German East Africa.
^In fact the British were planning to build a railway from the
Cape to Cairo in Egypt.
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Uganda became a protectorate under Britain in 1894. Although
Uganda favored British control of the Nile, she favored French control
of a trans-African belt running from west to east. When Germany nulli¬
fied her former treaties in the Anglo-German Treaty of 1890 regarding
her treaties with the African chiefs in East Africa, the British East
African Company undertook to protect the missionaries and to keep the
country out of French or Dervish control. In 1894, the Company sold
out its rights to the Crown because it was insolvent.
The first official recognition of Nyasaland by Britain came
with the appointment of a British Consul for the whole area north of
the Zambesi. Sir H. H. Johnson investigated the troubles with the Arab
slave-raiders and his agreements with the native chiefs led to the
proclamation of the British Protectorate over the region in 1891.
South Africa
In South Africa, the Boar War (1899-1902) was the deciding
factor of the triumph of British imperialism in the late-Victorian
era. In the province of Transvaal, the Boars were the slave holders
and often abused their slaves. Britain freed the slaves of its own
possessions by the Act of 1834. This displeased the Boars, who also
objected to the British policy of personal equality before the law.
When the finances of the Transvaal became entangled, and there was
much disorder in the country, England decided to annex it in 1877.
This resulted in a revolt by the Boers who fought to regain their
independence,
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In 1884, the great gold discovery sent thousands of new settlers
into Transvaal and made the country rich. President Kruger^ granted
monopolies, tried to force merchants to use his railroads and listened
to the German ambassador who glibly assured him of the Kaiser's sup¬
port against England, Owing to Kruger's dictatorial policies, mal¬
treatment of the British residents, and violation of treaties, the
British government suggested a conference at Bloemfontein, When Kruger
proved to be unreasonable, war was declared between the combined forces
of the Transvaal and the Orange Free State and the British army. With
victory very near to the British, Kruger fled to Germany, where the
Kaiser refused to see him.
The Orange Free State was annexed May 28, 1900, and the
Transvaal October 25, 1900. These two states with Natal and Cape
Colony became the Union of South Africa, The federation dreams of
Cecil Rhodes, Prime Minister of the British Cape Colony, were realized.
Egypt and The Sudan
Britain's interest in Egypt is associated with its shares
(forty per cent) of the Suez Canal Company which Disraeli bought from
the bankrupt Khedive in November 1875. The following year the Khedive
repudiated his debts. When his creditors were immediately alarmed,
the European states organized an international Bank of the Debt to se¬
cure enough of the Egyptian revenues to pay the interest on the
Khedive's foreign obligations. Since France and Britain were the most
^Paulus Kruger (1825-1904), a Boar statesman, was born in Cape
Colony into a family of strict Puritans and remained throughout his
life dominated by the principles of the Old Testament,
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interested nations in this affair, they appointed controllers to super¬
vise the finances of bankrupt Egypt. In 1879, Ismail balked again, and
this time he was deposed by the Sultan of Turkey at the request of
France and Britain. In 1880, France and Britain began to exercise a
dual control over Egypt.
When Arabi Pasha became Minister of War and practical ruler of
Egypt in 1882, he brought the financial control of the foreigners to
an end. Britain and France were not happy about this. To make matters
worse for Britain, an adverse vote was passed by the French Chamber of
Deputies dissolving the Dual Control. Britain was left alone to deal
with Egypt. No sooner had the French fleet left than riots occurred.
Britain lost no time in throwing its might in the city of Alexandria
and gaining control of the situation. Britain demanded recognition of
the financial obligations of Egypt.
Two years after this unpleasant incident. Lord Cromer was ap¬
pointed British Agent and Consul-General of Egypt. His reforms in
Egypt were very significant. He abolished the forced labor of the
fellahins. The bulk of the peasantry had been in practical slavery
for centuries. Another measure of reform was the revaluation of land
so that small cultivators would be taxed fairly. And above all, there
was honesty and efficiency in the administration. In a short time the
financial position of Egypt improved.
From Egypt British influence reached the Sudan. Sir Samuel
Baker was the first Englishman of consequence who reached there and
was appointed by Ismail to restore his waning authority in 1870. Baker
suppressed the slave trade and opened the region to commerce. On his
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departure conditions in the Sudan relapsed, and Ismail was forced to
send General Charles Gordon to complete the work of Baker. Gordon's
governorship ended when Ismail was deposed as Khedive in 1879. When
the Sudan became very unpeaceful. General Gordon was ordered to with¬
draw the garrison from Khartum in the spring of 1884. When he arrived
at Khartum, he was more interested in the reorganization of the
Sudanese Government and the smashing of the Mahdi. Gordon delayed the
evacuation until it was too late and his retreat was cut off by the
Madhi's forces. The British relief expedition arrived two days too
late in January 28, 1885, for the head of Gordon was already on exhi¬
bition, by order of the Madhi, on the public highway where all who
passed could throw stones at it.
After this terrible incident the Sudan was left to itself un¬
til 1896 when Lord Kitchener was ordered to reconquer it. In 1898 at
Omdurman, a great victory was won over the forces of the Kalifa.
British troops under Kitchener advancing up the Nile after this vic¬
tory, encountered at Fashoda^ a French force led by Marchand, which
had penetrated across the continent from Brazzaville in an eighteen-
month journey. The British feared that the French had intended to dam
the Nile and thereby hamper the irrigation of British-occupied Egypt.
The French claim to the Fashoda region by right of prior conquest was
denied by the British, who prepared for a general war. As France was
This was a small town in the Sudan on the Upper Nile, centre
of the crisis in Anglo-French relations, September-November 1898. Dur¬
ing the Anglo-French negotiations of 1904 Lord Cromer ordered Fashoda
to be renamed Kodok to remove a word of national humilation to the
French,
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unable to rely on Russia, she gave in, withdrew Marchand and, by an
agreement of March, 1899, renounced all claim to the Nile Valley.
Asia
A bone of contention between Britain and Russia in the late-
Victorian era was central Asia. In the 'eighties Russia, for another
time, moved forward in central Asia, and her occupation of Merv brought
her into contact with Afghanistan. A commission met in 1885 to deter¬
mine the frontier, and while it was still deliberating Russian troops
seized Penjdeh, one of the places in dispute. This action was con¬
sidered with grave concern by Britain. Ultimately Russia came down
from her high horse, and the Afghan boundary was peacefully delimited
in 1885-6. Renewed Russian activity in the Pamirs in 1891-2 caused
fresh anxiety about the British position on the northwest frontier.
In 1895 the Chithral and in 1897-8 the Tirah campaigns were undertaken
for this purpose and for the improvement of the frontier. To win the
last battle necessitated hard fighting and the employment of 40,000
men.
In the Malayan Peninsula, the Malay princes and nobles were
arbitrary tyrants, continuously at war and recognizing no responsibility
to their subjects. The subjects in their turn were so ground down by
taxation and forced labor that honest industry was impossible, and bri¬
gandage and piracy took its place.^ The Chinese, on the other hand,
were turbulent, often at war with the rulers, and given to fighting
Victor Purcell, South and East Asia since 1800 (Cambridge
University Press, 1965), p. 92.
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among themselves. In 1874 anarchy had become so serious and the coast
so unsafe for shipping that intervention was necessary. British Resi¬
dents were stationed at various places to reform their administration.
When in 1875 one of the British Residents was murdered, an armed expedi¬
tion was sent to the Malaya Peninsula, and the chiefs had no alternative
but to accept the Pax Britannica. Between 1883 and 1895 a group of
small states were brought under one supervision. In 1887-8 Pahang like¬
wise became a British protectorate. The next step was taken in 1895,
when Perak, Selangor, Negri Sembelan and Pahang agreed to a pooling of
their affairs as the Federated Malaya States.
North Borneo came under British influence in 1877 when the
Sultan granted rights to a London syndicate, called Dent Bros. Later
a British North Borneo Company was formed and chartered on November 1,
1881, By this charter the Company was empowered to administer the ter¬
ritory on condition that it should create no monopoly of trade, should
prohibit slavery, allow religious liberty and itself remain British in
domicile. The Company's foreign relations and its appointment of a
governor in Borneo were to be subject to government supervision, al¬
though it could make no claim to military assistance. The last proviso,
however, endured only until 1888, when North Borneo became fully a
British protectorate.
The British acquisition of Burma was a somewhat different pro¬
ceeding from that of the extension of British influence and protection
in the Malay Peninsula and Borneo. The former arose from the necessity
of consolidating the frontiers of an empire which had grown rapidly in
a short period of years, whereas the latter was mainly in the course of
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securing a peaceful hinterland for the British stations on the way to
China. One consequence of this difference was that much greater mili¬
tary force had to be employed at times in the case of Burma than in
the case of Malaya and Borneo. Because of this, British acquisition of
Burma is more easily represented as 'aggression' than the peaceful
treaty-making which for the most part marked the development of
British influence in Malaysia.
Before 1885, Arakan, Tenasserim, and Lower Burma had been added
to India. The rest of Burma was brought under British rule in 1885.
The mistake made by the reigning king, Thibaw, was to try to play off
the French against the British. The period of tacit understanding
among the European Powers regarding the 'spheres of influence' was now
over, and there was bitter rivalry between them. While piling up arms,
Thibaw made extensive concessions to the French, agreeing by treaty to
allow them to finance the construction of a railway from Mandalay to
Toungoo in British Burma. The French, it was rumoured, were further
negotiating to take over the management of the royal monopolies and
of the postal system, to run river steamers in competition with the
British-owned Irrawadi Flotilla Company, to obtain a lease of the ruby
mines, and to open up the overland trade with Tongking. This was bad
enough from the British point of view, but what was insufferable was
that Thibaw, pressed by his creditors for money, simultaneously began
to squeeze the Bombay Burma Trading Company (another British concern)
for what he thought he could get out of them.
Even if there had been no threat to British interests, it was
certain that the British would have intervened in upper Burma if only
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to keep their frontiers intact. Under Thibaw's weak and capricious
rule, the country was in a condition little short of chaos. Gang-
robbery was rife, the Kachins rebelled, Chinese guerillas burnt Bhamo,
and most of the feudatory Shan tribes threw off their allegiance to
Ava. Plots were hatched to dethrone Thibaw, and the ensuing massacre
of the suspected plotters made a blood-bath of the capital. In the
middle of all this came an ultimatum from Lord Dufferin, the viceroy,
demanding that the case, in which it was proposed to deprive the Bombay
Burma Company of its rights to exploit teak forests, should be sub¬
mitted to arbitration. Relying on French support, the court of Ava
summarily rejected the proposal. War then ensued. The French kept
aloof. Operations began on November 14, and a fortnight later, after
an almost bloodless campaign, Mandalay was occupied and Thibaw sur¬
rendered. On January 1, 1886 a proclamation was issued annexing the
former territories of King Thibaw to the British dominions.
The Islands In The South Pacific
By the early 'nineties the majority of the islands in the
South Pacific had been acquired by one or other of the Powers, or had
Q
become the subject of a joint agreement precluding annexation. The
process had, as it were, become self-energizing: each new annexation,
each new agreement for a condominium or a joint policy of minimum inter¬
vention served to stimulate interest in the islands still available for
acquisition.
Q
Great Britain declared a protectorate over the Cook Islands
in 1888-1892 and over the Southern Solomons in 1893.
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Great Britain had played a great part in the partition process.
Her stake in the island world had grown considerably since 1877, when
the High Commission was established. Moreover, it was obvious that the
partition process would continue until all the islands had been ac¬
quired by one or other of the Powers, or had been subject to long-term
agreements for condominion or minimiam intervention.
The new political conditions in the South Pacific made it clear
that a High Commission designed to take law and order to British sub¬
jects in the unannexed islands was no longer necessary. The virtual
extinction of the Queensland labor trade after 1890 also contributed
to the obsolescence of the High Commission.
As the number of unannexed islands decreased, the British
problem became less and less one of controlling British subjects in
uncivilized islands. Instead, the problem for British policy was be¬
coming more like one of colonial administration in the ordinary sense
of the word. In groups where special treaty arrangements had been made
special functions devolved on the High Commission. In Samoa the High
Commission had to work in conjunction with the Apia Municipality. In
the Hebrides after 1887 there was the duty of cooperating with the
Anglo-French Joint Naval Commission. In Tonga the High Commissioner
had a specially complicated task. Under the constitution of 1875
Tonga was a limited monarchy and was recognized as such in the German
g
treaty of 1876 and in the British treaty of 1897. The difficulty in
Q
The position of the British subjects in Tonga was redefined in
1891 as a result of an agreement signed at Nukualofa between Great
Britain and Tonga. For the future British subjects were administered
under Tongan laws.
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the way of treating Tonga as an independent state was that its rulers
lacked experience in running a constitutional monarchy. The problem
was made more difficult when Rev. Shirley Williams, a British subject
and former Wesleyan missionary, became Premier in 1881.
During Baker's tenure of office, troubles broke out in the
island and he was nearly the victim of assassination.^® Sir Charles
Mitchell, the High Commissioner, was then instructed by the British
Government to visit Tonga and to report on the disturbances. The basis
of the enquiry into the affairs of an independent native kingdom was
the necessity for investigating the position of the British subjects
and, more especially, of Baker. Mitchell found that the constitution
had been violated and he advised the King of Tonga to restore liberty
of worship.
The Tongan problem continued to worsen up to 1890, and by that
time events had reached a point where the Tongans were happy for
British intervention. Baker was deported and in his place a relative
of the King, Siaosi, was made premier, with Sir Basil Thompson as
Assistant Premier for nine months. As a result of Thompson's good
work, Tongan finances were again on good footing and Tongan laws were
embodied in a new code in 1891. Experience soon taught the British
Government that the original conception of the High Commission was be¬
coming outmoded. There was more need for a centralizing agency to
^®Rev. Shirley W. Baker was a British subject and former
Weslyan Missionary who became Premier in 1881.
^^A. H. Wood, History and Geography of Tonga. Nakuafal, 1938.
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control and supervise all British interests, territorial or otherwise,
in the South Pacific.
In 1887, it was inctmibent on the British Government to pass a
British Settlements Act whose preamble read:
"Whereas divers of Her Majesty’s subjects have resorted
to and settled in and may hereafter resort to and
settle in divers places where there is no civilized
government, and such settlements have become or may
hereafter become possessions of Her Majesty it is
expedient to extend the power of Her Majesty to pro¬
vide for the government of such settlements,"
This Act empowered the Crown in Council to establish laws and
set up courts and administration in any British settlement. It was,
therefore, applied to the South Pacific by the Pacific Order in Council,
1893, which was specifically extended to Tonga, Samoa, the Union
Islands, Phoenix Islands, the Marshals, the Carolines, the Solomons,
Santa Cruz, Rotuma, New Guinea (East of 143° E.), New Britain, New
Ireland and the Loui-side Archipelago.
CHAPTER III
THE IMPERIAL FEDERATION LEAGUE
The new imperialism produced numerous proposals for the re¬
organization of the Empire in the direction of greater centralization.
The suggestion of the old colonial period that colonial representatives
should be seated in the British Parliament was now repeated. But as
some of the colonies gained Responsible Government, their attitude to¬
ward this matter became negative, because the colonial voters did not
justify control and taxation by a parliament in which their representa¬
tives would be a negligible minority.
There were also schemes for securing to the Imperial Government
the benefits of colonial advice on colonial matters. The idea which
was most frequently and actively put forward in different ways was to
unite the colonies with the mother country in some form of federal sys¬
tem. It was observed that this system had succeeded on a large scale
in the United States, and was also successfully established in Canada
and Germany. However, those who conceived such an idea overlooked the
fact that Britain is not one continuous stretch of territory. Each of
the three territories (United States, Canada and Germany) occupied a
continuous stretch of territory and the population in all, but Canada,
was capable of a single national interest and loyalty.
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It is to be noted that during this period imperial federation
was not the only alternative to separation, despite the claims of its
supporters, A third suggestion, namely, free cooperation within the
Empire by methods that would further rather than lessen self-government
lent itself to political speculators. Some writers in this period
envisaged, only occasionally, the possibility of an equal and free
partnership under a common Crown. To more and more minds, however,
the changing conditions of the world suggested the possibility of recon¬
ciling the ideals of colonial independence with desires to preserve the
imperial connection as a living relationship.
In the colonies the supporters of projects for formal reorgani¬
zation involving larger imperial control were almost as difficult to
find as were the advocates of independence. Most colonials favored
independence of policy first and imperial loyalty next. Sir John A.
Macdonald, one of the most prominent political leaders in Canada from
the days when the Dominion was in the process of formation, and one who
was one of the political strategists, increased the vote-catching value
of his party's program of protective tariffs by calling it officially
"The National Policy," yet in his last Dominion election in 1891 he
knew how to insure victory by standing solidly on the assertion "A
British subject I was born; a British subject I will die."
Of several organizations formed to espouse imperial federation
the most important in its membership and influential in its activities
was the Imperial Federation League organized in 1884. Labilliere is
known to have borne the idea of an Imperial Federation. With Westgarth,
Young, Dennistoun Wood and others, he prepared the way for such a
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union. The conmittee asked W. E. Forster, a former Under-Secretary for
the Colonies, to invite a ntanber of public men to a non-partisan con¬
ference which was held at Westminister Palace Hotel, July 29, 1884, and
to take the chair. Prominent men of all parties and colonial politi¬
cians attended the meeting.^
The meeting was directly concerned with the securing "by
Federation the permanent unity of the Empire, and this combining on an
equitable basis the resources of the Empire for the maintenance of
common interests and for an organization defence of common rights."
As Forster, the first chairman put it, the League was to promote "such
a union of the Mother Country with the colonies as will keep the realm
2
one State in relation to other States."
The English press was almost unanimous in commending the League
and its objects. The Times. the Daily Chronicle, the Pall Mall
Gazette, the Globe, the Scotman, the Spectator, and the Saturday Review
all commented favorably on the League and echoed the question raised by
the Pall Mall Gazette, "The advocates of a little England, where are
3
they now?"
For a decade (1884-93) the Imperial Federation was very active.
Branches were established in Great Britain and in the colonies. The
^Some of the prominent speakers were Forster, W. H. Smith, First
Lord of the Admiralty in the Beaconfield Cabinet (1877-80); Sir Henry
Holland, Assistant Under-Secretary for the Colonies in Gladstone's
Government (1'70-74); Lord Roseberry of the Liberal Party; 0. Mowett,
Prime Minister of Canada.
2
Report of the Conference, p. 54.
^Pall Mall Gazette. July 30, 1884, p. 1.
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Cape Town branch was the first to be formed. The branch that was
formed in Montreal became a centre of opposition to the policy of
annexation to the United States. The Canadian branch was closely
associated with the preferential trade arrangements and formally ac¬
cepted the promotion of that policy,^
Branches of the Imperial Federation were formed in Australia
and New Zealand and meetings were held all over the Empire. In 1889,
G. R. Parkin was sent on a lecturing tour to Australia and New Zealand.
A monthly review named Imperial Federation was published in order to
keep each of the members well informed.
The most important achievement of the League was its share in
the calling the first Colonial Conference in 1887, the year of Queen
Victoria's Jubilee. The Queen's Speech of 1886 had declared that there
was on all sides a growing desire to draw closer the bonds uniting the
various parts of the Empire. On July 17, 1886, the Executive Committee
passed a resolution proposed by Canada and supported by New Zealand to
the effect that a deputation from the League should call upon the Prime
Minister or the Colonial Secretary in order for the Government to call
a conference, or to appoint a Royal Commission to be composed of ac¬
credited representatives of the United Kingdom and each of the self-
governing colonies for the purpose of suggesting some practical means
whereby concerted action would be taken (a) for placing upon a satis¬
factory basis the defence of the Ports and Commerce of the Empire in
time of war, (b) for promoting direct commercial, postal and tele-
4
These preferential trade arrangements were largely connected
with lowering of tariffs.
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graphic intercourse between the countries of the Empire in time of
peace, and any other means for securing the closer federation or union
of all parts of the Empire.^
The request met the approval of the government and the first
Colonial Conference assembled in London on April 4, 1887, under the
chairmanship of the Colonial Secretary, Sir Henry Holland. At this
Conference military matters were prominent, although commercial and
social relations were considered as well. The Australian colonies
entered into a Naval Defence Agreement, by which they undertook to fur¬
nish annual contributions for ten years for increased naval forces in
Australian waters, as Germany was already feared. There was also an
Agreement for the administration of British New Guinea at the joint
cost of the Imperial Government and that of certain Australian colonies.
With the first Conference began the controversy over the matter of
tariffs and trade relations within the British Empire, however, no act
leading to a federalizing of the British dominions for this or other
purposes resulted from the activity of the Imperial Federation League.
On November 16, 1892, a Committee of the League, presided over
by Lord Brassey, drew up a scheme by laying down the principle that in
order to combine the resources of the Empire for the purpose of defend¬
ing and maintaining common interests, some central body in which all
parts are represented is essential. The Report considered how a
Council of the Empire should be constituted, and by what means the re¬
sources of the Empire could be most effectively combined.
5 Imperial Federation. August, 1886.
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The answer which the Report gave to these questions was that
when Australia and South Africa develop like Canada by uniting under
one government with representation in London, their representatives
would be available for consultation with the Cabinet when matters of
foreign policy affecting the colonies were under consideration. This,
in the view of the Report, would place the Imperial Government in
closer touch with the Government of the colonies. In this way a
council would be established to consist, besides the representatives
of the three great dominions, of the Prime Minister, the Secretaries of
State for Foreign Affairs, War, the Colonies, India, the First Lord of
the Admiralty and the Chancellor of the Exchequer.
The most important duty of the proposed Council would be to
deal with Imperial Defence, and to supervise the appropriation of any
money designed for that purpose. The Report discusses the question of
how the money is to be raised. It lays down as a leading principle
that, as all parts of the Empire would enjoy Imperial Defence, they
should all contribute towards the cost. The suggestion was put forth
that as to the method of raising contributions, it would probably by
general consent be left at the outset to the choice of the individual
self-governing States, but that future developments might disclose a
means of raising the necessary contributions upon some uniform prin¬
ciple throughout the Empire, by the allocation to this purpose of
special sources of revenue. It was also suggested that a special
Conference should be convened to determine the several amounts in the
first instance for a term of years, and later be subject to periodical
revisions.
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One of the minor measures recommended by the Report was the
possibility of preferential trade arrangements. It says: "Among the
measures which, if not at first practicable, might become more so with
the growth of a feeling of a permanent national unity, the most
important would be those connected with the fuller development on inter-
imperial Trade and the removal of existing hindrances thereto due to
tariff arrangements."
On April 13, 1893 the Report was presented to Gladstone whose
answer was most discouraging. He expressed his sympathy with the desire
to consolidate the Empire, but he at once fastened on the passage in
the Report which recommended preferential trade arrangements, declar¬
ing that neither himself nor his colleagues would ever be prepared to
propose the consolidation of the Empire which involved the abandonment
of the principle of Free Trade. He also pointed out that the Report
did not define the nature and powers to be attributed to the proposed
Council of Defence, and that it did not lay down the principles on
which the burdens of common defence were to be distributed.
Owing to a dead-lock which had ensued between the various shades
of opinion within the League, all real movement and activity were
paralysed. Probably the main cause of the dead-lock was the failure
of advocating Imperial Preference as an indirect means of consolidat¬
ing the Empire. Furthermore there were financial difficulties. The
Council decided to dissolve the central organization of the League at
a meeting held November 24, 1893.
In a much more important meeting held in 1897 the Conference
of Premiers of self-governing colonies considered in secret sessions
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the three cardinal points of discussion that have come up at most of
the Conferences, namely: tariffs, racial relationships, and defense.
Through the recommendations of this Conference, the treaties with
Germany and Belgium were denounced. Trade preferences were accorded
Great Britain, and the Dominions were led to feel the growing need for
adequate defense of the Empire under the control of the Admiralty.
Joseph Chamberlain had become Colonial Secretary two years before and
had infused a new spirit into the conduct of the office. He desired
some sort of closer imperial federation with the creation of an
Imperial Council, but the Prime Ministers of the Dominions considered
the existing condition of things as generally satisfactory.
CHAPTER IV
THE QUESTION OF TRADE
The political unification of the many German states and the
beneficial results of the German Zollverein surprised the British.
Germany was already an industrial power by the middle of the 1880's.
She brushed aside the idea of free trade, adopted a protective tariff
and thrived under the new policy. German goods were found everjrwhere
on earth. In a complaint which the parliamentary commission reviewed
in 1886 about German competition, the final Report says that the
perseverance and enterprise of the Germans were making themselves felt
in every corner of the world.
British industry found its one-time supremacy challenged, both
at home and abroad. In the unprotected home market, increased quanti¬
ties of foreign goods were being sold. Complaints were heard that
American trusts and German cartels were abusing the hospitality of
British free-trade by dumping surplus goods which they could not sell
at monopoly prices to domestic consumers. "Made in Germany" became a
trademark of alarm. In 1881, the Organization of the Fair Trade
League emphasized the growing fear of foreign competition. The League
pointed out that free trade was considered "unfair trade" unless it
was reciprocal. Even other nations urged that Britain should deny free-




Lord Randolph Churchill, a prominent British politician, speak¬
ing at Blackpool pointed out that the "Fair Traders" had suffered from
a depression of trade as far back as 1874, and that the most hopeful of
either the capitalists or the artisans could discover no signs of a
revival. Wages were low because domestic industry could not cope with
foreign industries, which were flooding Britain with foreign goods.
Alfred Marshall, on the other hand, pointed out how Britain's industrial
technique had been surpassed by those of Germany and America. He said
that the most important case was that of the steel industry which had
received a great impetus from Bessemer's great invention in 1866.^
The United States' greatly Increased output of steel was matched by an
equal increase in her demand for its structural and other uses. Even
the markets to which Britain had access were assailed by German steel
made with constnnmate technical skill by aid of a new process.
It is noted that during this period of history, the Victorians
repeated the errors of their predecessors by overestimating progress
during the earlier inflation of 1825-30. A feeling of disquiet grew
among the people when foreign trade was increasing very slowly and
2
prices tended to be on the downswing. The Commission on the
Depression of Trade reported that in neutral markets, such as the
^The honor for this invention has gone to Sir Henry Bessemer,
an Englishman, although William Kelley, an American blacksmith worked
out a similar process at a slightly earlier date.
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The cause appears to have been a coincidence between a rela¬
tive decline in money supplies and a great expansion in world produ-
tion. The output of gold had fallen after the Californian and
Australian gold discoveries of 1850 after the adherence of one country
after another to the gold standard had multiplied demand for this
precious metal.
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British Colonies and dependencies, and especially in the East, the
British felt the effects of foreign competition in places where they
formerly enjoyed a practical monopoly. The increasing severity of
this competition, both in the British and in the foreign markets, was
especially noticeable in the case of Germany. To dispel much appre¬
hension and to encourage a more hopeful view of the commercial position,
the Report recommended that the British should exercise the same energy,
perseverance, self-restraint, and readiness of resource by which it was
originally created.
The table below will demonstrate why some parliamentarians
were very much concerned about this great economic problem. It shows
Britain's percentage share of world trade between 1840 and 1900.
Year Great Britain United States Germany France
1840 32 8 - 10
1860 25 9 - 11
1880 23 10 9 11
1900 21 11 12 8
More clearly still the rapidity of British trade expansion








1855-59 146 116 23
1860-64 193 138 42
1865-69 237 181 49
1870-74 291 235 55
1875-79 320 202 55
1880-84 344 234 64
1885-89 318 226 61
1890-94 357 234 62
1895-99 393 238 60
1900 460 283 63
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As appears from this tabulation, the growth of trade has pro¬
gressed very irregularly. Periods of rapid expansion have been
succeeded by periods of stagnation, and even retrogression. At the
middle of the century commerce was disturbed by price fluctuations
incident to the discovery of gold in California and in Australia.
Shortly afterwards it suffered from the crisis of 1857, and recovery
had only fairly begun when new embarrassments arose from the American
civil war, especially from the curtailment of manufacturing made
necessary by the cotton famine. The acute points of the most serious
and prolonged depression in the history of British agriculture and
industry came in 1875 and 1884. It was at this point in Britain's eco¬
nomy that people were most disturbed about their future foreign trade.
Here are other figures showing the trade balance of England
from 1880 to 1900.
Year Imports Exports Difference
1880 411.2 286.4 -125.8
1885 371.0 271.5 - 99.5
1890 420.7 328.2 -108.5
1895 416.7 285.8 -130.9
1900 523.1 354.4 -168.7
These figures indicate that Great Britain had a continuous ex¬
cess of imports from 1880 to 1900. The question arises immediately as
to how Britain was able to pay the difference between what was sold and
what was bought abroad. The answer to this question seems difficult to
give, but there were certain factors at work which helped to strike a
balance. In the first place, Britain had invested large sinns of money
abroad as shown by this table:
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The percentage increase in 1892 was 74.8 over the base period of 1862.
The interest or profits from these investments was large and helped to
O
account in the final analysis for a favorable balance of payments.
In the second place. Great Britain rendered services like insurance,
shipping, and financial transactions to foreign countries. These ser¬
vices resulted in a net national profit. The Treasury estimated that
the income from foreign investments subject to income tax between 1884
and 1900 had risen from 4,34,000,000 to a little over 4,60,000,000. To
this, the interest earned abroad in the colonies by the British
Companies, insurance companies or building societies must be added.
Statisticians who took into account every possible source estimated
the total annual interest from foreign investments at about
4,100,000,000. It is safe, therefore, to state that instead of Great
Britain becoming a debtor nation from an unfavorable balance of trade,
she remained a creditor nation.
Because of her great purchasing power, Britain could afford to
import far more that she exported. Since she was receiving at the same
time the interest of capital invested abroad, the balance of payments
^There is a difference between Balance of Pajnnents and Balance
of Trade. The former is a statement of all the transactions of one
country with the rest of the world, indicating claims on other
countries and obligations to pay. The latter is the excess of
merchandise exports over merchandise imports.
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remained favorable and the country grew wealthier and wealthier. But
several disquieting factors detracted from the comfort to be derived
from this consideration. The great banking houses in London which con¬
trolled the investment of British capital were slipping out of British
hands. Since the disappearance in 1890 of the celebrated firm of
Baring, they all bore German, German-Jewish, or American names. These
firms now speculated with the idea of what to do with the enormous sums
entrusted to them. The question was: were these sums to be employed
in the Argentine, Germany, the United States; or, in developing the re¬
sources of the Empire: the Indian cotton mills, the large scale
agriculture of Australia, the gold and diamond mines of South Africa,
or the Canadian foundries? The imperialists decidedly wished to guide
British capital into the latter channels. In this way the capital of
Great Britain would foster the development of lands which should be
regarded as England overseas. Greater Britain.
So much for Great Britain. Other European nations showed up
in the race for international trade. After 1870, two factors in the
rise of Germany were especially embarrassing to British competitors:
(1) a new factory system naturally has less obsolete machinery in it
than an old one, (2) Germany could use tariff protection to an extent
that an old trading nation with a far-flung colonial empire could not.
The whole fabric of Continental tariffs affected that particular group
of markets for certain British goods. Of the effects upon the British
export market as a whole, one could not be so certain. It is known,
however, that German salesmen and agents made themselves particularly
agreeable to Latin-American, Asiatic and African clients, and extended
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credit accommodations in some cases where British competitors were un¬
willing.
There is one very significant economic policy which was
included in all the public policies in both the continent and in
Britain in the last quarter of the nineteenth century. This was pro¬
tectionism. From the first there was no unanimous approval of the
low tariff treaty arrangements of the continent, and agitation for a
change was steadily going on. The wave of patriotic anxiety that
swept over France after its defeat at the hands of Prussia in 1870,
the strong French desire to strengthen her economy, the increasing
competition of American and Australian wheat in the 1870's, the in¬
creased industrial equipment of the western European nations, the
depressions of 1873, 1882, 1890, and the steady decrease of prices
from 1873 to 1896 surged a wave of protectionism over the Continent.
Theories of free trade were still reiterated, especially in the
institutions of learning, but they had a hollow sound. In the face
of economic disaster, businessmen and practical politicians grasped
at anything to save the situation. It was not surprising that they
grasped at protectionism. The protective tariff, was after all, not
a new public policy and hence it was easy to fall back on it. It
aimed to keep out competing goods and that seemed to be a necessity
at the time, and it was one of the relatively simple economic policies
that could be adopted in the realm of economics.
Hence in the price depression that followed 1873, tariffs be¬
gan to go up. Austria raised its tariffs in 1878, 1882, and 1887 and
meanwhile gave notice to the termination of the treaties; Germany
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raised its rates in 1879, 1885, and 1888; France, in 1881, 1885, 1887,
and 1892; Belgium, in 1887; Italy, in 1878, 1887, and 1891; and Russia,
in 1877 and 1892. Only the Netherlands, Denmark, Finland, Turkey, and
Great Britain retained their free trade systems. The first three
countries were small and had specialized in dairying or limbering for
export; while Turkey had little industry to protect; and Great Britain,
thoroughly wedded to the theory of no tariff, still held an enviable
position in the economic world.
This drive to protect the domestic market form foreign goods
was accompanied by national measures to get foreign outlets for goods.
Export subsidies of various kinds were employed extensively on the
4
Continent in order to sell more goods abroad.
The effects of protective tariffs upon the economy of Europe
were nimerous and important, but are very hard to analyze. To isolate
one of the factors in the entire field of economics and to estimate
its weight is obviously a very delicate operation. In the first place,
it is clear that these tariffs resulted in serious tariff "wars." The
most famous of these was the controversy between Italy and France which
lasted from 1888 to 1889. A similar conflict broke out between Russia
and Germany in 1879 and was not settled until 1894, and there were
other conflicts between Germany and Canada. In each case trade between
the countries concerned fell off. Little good came to the parties to
these conflicts and much harm was done.
^France, Germany and Austria-Hungary were particularly engaged
in this practice. They gave direct grants and offered cheap transporta¬
tion rates.
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Protectionism facilitated the formation of monopolies. In the
case of Germany, the high duties on basic metallurgical products made
it easier for iron and steel manufacturers to form large combines or
cartels for the purpose of keeping prices high and regulating production.
Once such monopolies were formed, they sold goods abroad at much
cheaper rates than at home - sometimes as low as half as much. This
policy of dumping worked a hardship not only on the home consumer
but also on the home producer, for he was paying a much higher price
for materials, which he might want to manufacutre for export than his
foreign competitor who bought the same materials from the same source.^
Another result of protectionism is that it produces high prices,
whether imposed on the consumer by monopolies or not. Wheat in France
cost about $1.60 a quarter more than it did in England from 1888 to
1890. If this difference in prices is generalized for many articles,
it will be seen that the ultimate cost of tariffs to the consinners was
tremendous. But it should be remembered that most of the consumers
were also producers and that they could not live without jobs. The
purpose of protective duties was to increase the economic strength of
the nation in building the most powerful economy possible upon a given
amount of territory with a given amount of resources. By their very
nature, tariffs had political ends in view. People realized very
^Dumping is simply price discrimination. It takes place when
demand abroad is more elastic than demand at home. Various kinds of
dtimping have been distinguished, including sporadic, predatory and
persistent. Sporadic dumping occurs when a company finds itself with
distress goods in its hands which it wants to dispose of without harm¬
ing the market. Predatory dumping is selling at a loss in order to
gain access to the market, and persistent dumping is when the producer
consistently sells at one market than in another at lower prices.
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quickly that free trade, with the implied freedom of population move¬
ments and with its idea that every nation should specialize in the
production of those goods that it can best produce may be the ideal
policy for the entire world; but it may not be the best policy for a
given state, especially for those that have no advantage over others in
the production of those specialties.^ When national, political, and
military considerations were taken into account, a good case could be
made for protection.
As has already been mentioned elsewhere in this chapter re¬
action against free trade was gaining momemtum in Britain. Some of
the interests which had stood longest by the protective principle
never really underwent a change of heart, but their numbers and in¬
fluence were insignificant. During the last two decades of the
century, however, free trade - as a practical policy under existing
conditions, if not as economic theory - began to be called into
question, and by the close of the period there were abundant indi¬
cations of a considerable popular reaction toward protection.
The reasons for the protectionist revival are diverse, and it
is not to be supposed that several factors which will be mentioned
have appealed to all with equal force. First was the realization,
about 1885-90 that while exports were growing but slowly, imports were
increasing with much rapidity. This state of affairs was most unfavor-
£
The theory involved here stems from the assumption that should
each region specialize in the production of those things they do best,
and then trade with other regions for those commodities that they need
but do not produce, resources would eventually move to the most
lucrative emplo3raients, and in the long run, international economic
equality would result.
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able to British trade when compared to progress in other nations that
were engaged in international trade. Prior to 1900, this state of
affairs suggested to Englishmen the question of whether the nation's
tariff policy did not involve an excessive emphasis upon ease of
importation. More directly influential was the depression of agricul¬
ture during the last two decades of the century, involving a sharp
decline in agricultural products, in rents, and in farmers' profits.
It is to be noted that the principal cause of this was the ever-
increasing competition of the newer agricultural sectors of the world,
and the only chief remedy which presented itself at the time was the
imposition of tariff restrictions upon imports of foreign agricultural
produce. Men who, without being themselves agriculturists, conceived
of the domestic production of foodstuffs as a fundamental national
concern, were inclined to sympathize with the agrarian point of view.
Of similar effect was the decline after 1880 of industrial and com¬
mercial profits, and to some who suffered by it, this seemed that
protection might be the best answer. Another factor of some importance
was the change which ultimately overcame public opinion relative to
the proper functions of the state and the natural scope of governmental
activity. It was habitual for the government to intervene on behalf
of the industrial sector, by factory legislation, compulsory education,
employers' liability regulation, and many other kinds of measures.
This had accustomed the public mind to social and economic regulation,
and had the strong effect of inclining the public more strongly toward
a system of trade control by tariffs.
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The solitariness of Great Britain as a free trade country
could be considered as a final factor in the situation. The results
of free trade policy fell beyond their expectations. That the kingdom
had suffered such a terrible economic disaster admitted no doubt. The
question was simply whether the injury sustained outweighed the ad¬
vantages which arose from adherence to the free trade policy. A
considerable portion of the politicians realized that the nation's
fiscal policy had to be reversed.
When, therefore, the Conservatives came into power in 1886,
their government appointed a Royal Commission to inquire into and re¬
port upon the cause of the depression from which British trade was
suffering. A minority of the commission reported in favor of a
return to protectionism. They asked for a duty of ten to fifteen per
cent on manufactured articles imported from the colonies. To concil¬
iate the consumers, who might be alarmed at the high prices for a
certain number of articles, the Minority Report proposed the abolition
of duties on tea, coffee, and sugar. Certain colonies would benefit
by the abolition of these duties. These were the measures which, in
the opinion of the four members of the Commission who signed a
minority report, must be adopted without delay if British trade were to
recover.
In 1887, at the annual congress of the National Union of
Conservative Associations, one of the four members, Howard Vincent,
introduced and carried a resolution demanding a "speedy reform in the
poliy of Britain as regards foreign imports and the influx of indigent
foreigners." Lord Salisbury, however, dismissed Howard Vincent's
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motion in favor of protection in noncommittal phrases in his closing
address.
In 1890 the adoption by the United States of the Makingley
Tariff was a further blow to British export trade, and in 1892 on the
eve of the General Election, Lord Salisbury admitted that a free trade
country surrounded by nations who practiced protection might find it¬
self obliged to introduce protection as a measure of reprisals to
force its competitors to lower their tariffs. He added that unqualified
free trade was a mistake and that the true principle was trade on equal
terms.
Finally, when a policy of protection was adopted in 1892, ex¬
ports were once more bouncing between 1894 and 1896, and after a
slight set back in the following years, the increase recommenced. In
1899, the maximum of 1872 was almost reached and in 1900 the total
value of British exports had risen to ^291,192,000.
CHAPTER V
THE POPULARITY OF IMPERIALISM
Was imperialism at this time of history very popular in England?
The question is asked because Cobdenism took a strong hold of English
minds during the time of Gladstone.^ Anti-imperialist and anti¬
militarist feelings rose high in political and economic circles, but
Joseph Chamberlain distinguished himself by breaking away from
Cobdenism in 1886 because of Gladstone's program of Irish home rule.
He carried with him a significant number to establish the Unionist
Party which joined the Conservatives in forming a government. He
proved to be the most outstanding imperialist. It is best to associate
him at this point with his famous speech at Toronto in December 1887.
He said inter alia. "True democracy does not consist in the dismemberment
and disintegration of the Empire, but rather in the knitting together
2
of kindred races for similar objects."
Elsewhere Chamberlain questioned the intelligence of any English¬
man who believed that the crowded population of England could exist
^As a political pamphleteer from 1835 Richard Cobden (1804-1865)
had two main concerns. Free Trade and Disarmament. In home affairs he
always believed in a minimum amount of government interference.
^Foreign and Colonial Speeches (London, 1097), pp. 13, 26. 197.
It is important to note here that Chamberlain's imperialism is economic.
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for a single day if they were to cut adrift the great dependencies
which looked to England for protection and assistance. These depen¬
dencies were England's natural markets for trade. To reduce the size
of the empire would be tantamount to seeking starvation for all. Time
has proved that commerce makes nations great, and Great Britain was no
exception.^
Another giant of the new imperialism was Lord Rosebery who did not
part company with Gladstone on the Irish question, but rather was an
enthusiastic supporter of imperial federation. In his speech at Leeds,
as Foreign Minister, in 1888, he launched his colonial policy. He
made it clear that since other powers were beginning a career of
colonial aggrandisement, England had lost her monopoly on colonies,
England was now faced with colonial rivalry. In 1893, he delivered an
eloquent and comprehensive address on Imperialism before the Colonial
Institute. Part of it is worth quoting here. He said: "It is said
that our Empire is already large enough and does not need expansion.
That would be true enough if the world were elastic we have to
remember that it is part of our responsibility and heritage to take
care of the world.
The most successful of all modern empire builders was Cecil
Rhodes, a wealthy young English mine-owner and a member of the Cape
^Ibid.. June 10, 1896.
^As a Foreign Minister, Rosebery was not very successful, but he
was the chief antagonist of the Little Englander viewpoint in the
councils of the Liberal Party, In 1893 he fought a decisive battle to
retain Uganda (in Africa) in the Empire.
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Parliament after 1881.^ He founded the De Beers Company in Kimberley.
By 1888 he was one of the richest men in the world with a reputed
income of about $3,000,000 from Kimberley and $9,000,000 a year from
Johannesburg. He used this wealth for realizing his dream, namely
forming a South African federation of free states with the Union Jack
for protection.
When he returned to South Africa from a visit to England in 1899,
he reported that the Conservatives and Liberals were tumbling over each
other and that the people had found England small and her trade large.
Other European nations were colonizing the world and enforcing hostile
tariffs. Trade, he said, followed the flag and all the people had
gone imperialist.
The Hold of Imperialism on the Working Class
Late Victorian imperialism was very popular with the lower classes.
Chamberlain held that the cure for unemployment was in the finding of
new markets. He believed that if the working class understood their
own interests they would never listen to the doctrines of anti-
imperialism.^ The response to his efforts was clearly seen in the
brilliant victory for the Conservative Party in the General Election of
1895. This election returned to Parliament 340 Unionists and 71 Liberal
^Rhodes was responsible for the annexation of three and a half
million square miles of territory to the British Empire between 1884
and 1900.
^The alliance between the Conservatives and the Liberal Unionists
was the alliance between Lord Salisbury and Chamberlain.
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Unionists as against 177 Liberals and 82 Irish Nationalists. That is
to say there was a Unionist majority of 152; 411 members supported Lord
Salisbury's government against a Liberal opposition of 259, Out of a
total electorate of 6,300,000, less than 4,800,000 had polled, and of
these, 2,412,000 had voted for the Unionists, 2,380,000 for the Liberals
and their Irish allies. That is to say the Unionists had a majority of
31,000 votes. The significant fact about this election is that it
marked a turning point in the moral and political history of the British
people. It appeared certain that the Liberals would never again see
those glorious days when for half a century they could claim to be the
regular government of the nation.
It is important to note at this point that the rise of imperialism
came together with the extention of the suffrage in 1867 and 1884. In
the latter, the third Reform Act, the franchise was extended to 2,000,000
agricultural labourers. The working men deserted the Liberal Party and
put the Conservatives into power. In other words, they neglected reform
and backed imperialism. The artisans and peasantry who were conscious
of constitutional power facilitated the prosecution of the most complex
imperial undertaking.^
The Literature of Adventure
Rudyard Kipling, a journalist of genuis, whose career was an im¬
portant episode in the history of the British Commonwealth, made poetry
^Edward Dicey, "The Downfall of Imperialism," Fortnightly Review
(November, 1900), pp. 803-814,
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more popular to the artless and illiterate.® He achieved a local fame,
first among the residents in the Punjab, then throughout India when he
was taken up by Lord and Lady Dufferin, until his reputation reached
London. He wrote skits and parodies on Anglo-Indian life and politics.
He filled odd columns in the Civil and Military Gazette with cynical
short stories. His observation revealed that in a thousand solitary
settlements young Englishmen of the middle classes toiled and improvised
to pacify the savage, to return the wilderness into a garden, to make
wealth out of poverty, knowing that they would not be enriched by it.
His first literary creation was the cockney soldier, a guttersnipe
without manners, morals, or traditions, and homesick for London. This
brought him to the limelight first as the soldier's poet and next as the
poet of the Empire. Through the sponsorship of an Indian newspaper, he
made tours to Burma, Japan, California, and London. In South Africa he
found an ideal empire. He divided his time between Cape Town and Sussex,
With Kipling's appealing t3rpe of writing, Englishmen read tales
of other Englishmen at camp fires; of mines, ranches, moose, caribou and
parrots pecking lambs to death. They read of little wars with Sayyid
Barghash of Zanzibar, and of King Lobegula with smoke-reddened eyes.
They read of Fuzzy Wuzzy who broke a British squire and of Piet the
Boar farmer with his Mauser for amusement and his pony for retreat, and
®Other works were Alfred Milner's England in Egypt (1892) Sir
Alfred Lyall's Rise and expansion of the British Dominion in India (1894),
Lord Robert's Forty-One Years in India (1897), and William Hunter's A
History of British India (1899),
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who fought so much better than some crack English battalion.^
Kipling could be looked upon not only as the poet of orthodox
conservative imperialism, but also as the poet who spoke for those whom
he called the "Younger Sons", the middle-class adventurers, the "Sons
of Martha" who accepted responsibility and were not too proud for any
task. He is also the poet of the frontier rebel, the fillibuster, and
the buccaneer. He addressed the English on their Empire with a note of
warning against "frantic boast and foolish word."^^
The success of Stevenson's Treasure Island in 1883 may be taken
to mark the turn of the tide, or what may be called, the break away
point from traditional to modern literature.It is important to note
that in the early eighties there was still a pronounced dislike for
any narrative literature which exalted the boisterous part of human
nature. Literature was expected to be idyllic or reflective, and even
historical writing was diverted to the unromantic, arid field of
institutional study. By 1886, success in the new literature, had risen
so high that Rider Haggard's King Solomon's Mines sold five thousand
copies in the first two months. His other African yarns with their
colonial butcheries, were hardly less successful.
Englishmen began to develop an interest in what Bismark once
called their "sporting wars" and in their colonial heroes. Those
9c. E, Carrington, The British Overseas (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1950), pp. 673-674.
lOlbid.. p. 674.
^^Edmund Gosse, "The Literature of Action," (North American Review,
January, 1899), pp. 14-23.
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writers who glorified British sea power and warmly appreciated Nelson
found a deep response. Books on the accomplishments of British rule in
the far corners of the earth rivalled stories of adventure and war in
popularity.George Younghusband's The Relief Chitral (1895) and
especially Sir George Robertson's Chitral; the Story of a Minor Siege
(1898) were among the most widely read of British heroism. The tragedy
of Gordon's death struck the popular imagination more perhaps than any
other event and created a tremendous interest in the Sudan. Father
Ohrwalder's Ten Year's Captivity in the Mahdi's Camp (1892) ran through
ten editions in a year, and Slatin Pasha's Fire and the Sword in the
Sudan (1896) at once became a classic.The public followed Kitchner's
campaign of 1896-98 in a spirit of excitment, which accounts for the
success of George W. Teevens' With Kitchner to Khartoum (1898), and
Winston Churchill's The River War (1899).
The Role of New Journalism
The role of journalism during this period cannot be overlooked.
The development of a cheap, popular press ran parallel to the rise of
the literature of action. The attempt to give the masses something more
appealing than the old conservative newspapers of the ruling class was
made by William T. Stead and John Morley. The situation was even fur¬
ther improved by Alfred Harmsworth who bought the Evening News in 1894,
and began the publication of the Daily Mail, the first halfpenny morning
^^See Footnote 8.
l^Thirteen editions were published in one year.
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paper, which attained considerable success. He was convinced that the
general public had no interest in the long columns of parliamentary
debates and court reports that were characteristic of the older papers.
His paper carried illustrations, serial stories, and political articles
of extreme brevity preceded by large headlines which dispensed a
hurried reader from the perusal of the text. There was also an abundant
supply of sensational news items to tickle the popular palate, crimes,
catastrophes, royal marriages and funerals, sports, naval and military
reviews, and wars.
Very soon Harmsworth and his collaborators realized that what the
public wanted was general news of an exciting nature. As an admirer of
Chamberlain, Harmsworth came out vigorously for Imperialism. When the
Daily Mail was founded the announcement carried that it would stand
first and foremost for "the power, the supremacy and the greatness of
the British Empire.
The success of this paper startled thoughtful people. Its circu¬
lation rose from 200,000 copies in the first year to 1,000,000 by 1901.
So great was Harmsworth’s success that even the best-established of the
older papers were obliged to follow the same line to a certain extent.
The Manchester Guardian was a striking example, but even the London
Times became vigorously imperialistic.
Journalists of the Harmsworth type created for themselves a tre¬
mendous personal power. William T. Stead, one of the pioneers of modern
l^Kennedy Jones, Fleet Street and Downing Street (London: London
University Press, 1920), p. 84.
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journalism, writing in 1898 on international disputes stated that the
intervention of the Press in international disputes tended daily to
become more and more hostile to peace and civilization. He was of the
opinion that modern journalism was the most potent weapon ever invented
by the devil for banishing peace and goodwill on earth. He urged
nations to try to check its subversive influence.
The Impact of Social Darwinism
In the 19th century, theorists took up Darwinian evolution and
tried to apply it to social situations. They believed that if evolution
was valid in science, it was valid in every aspect of the life process.
They saw the world as an arena of conflict, with the human beings all
gladiators. They glorified strength and deprecated weakness to such an
extent that one would gather they thought the "weaker" creatures owed
it to society to be killed off. Although Social Darwinism did not hold
its own very long, after its demise, it helped to encourage an insidious
new doctrine, racism. Racism held that certain races were more highly
favored or blessed by natural selection than others. It was generally
assumed that this blessed group was the white race, and that within the
white race, the Germans and Anglo-Saxons were the most superior.
Herbert Spencer, who adapted the Darwinian theory and called it
Social Darwinism argued very simply that the rich were wealthy because
their success in the competitive struggle had demonstrated that they
were the most fit. Conversely the competitive struggle demonstrated
that the poor were destitute because they were unfit. To the politi¬
cians of the day the analogy was that nations should extend outwards
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for survival. It is interesting to note the extent to which the Germans,
for instance, merged this idea with the new toughness of mind which in
politics they called Realpolitik. literally meaning "politics of reality."
In domestic affairs it meant that people should give up utopian dreams
and content themselves with the blessings of an orderly, honest hard¬
working government. In international affairs it meant that governments
should not be guided by ideology, or by any system of natural enemies
or natural allies or any desire to defend or promote any view; but that
they should follow their own practical interests, meet facts and situa¬
tions as they arose, make any alliances that seemed useful, disregard
tastes and scruples, and use practical means to achieve their ends.
Darwin’s theories of social evolution were tremendously popular
at this period. The novelty of "Darwinian evolution" was based on its
simplicity, universal applicability and timelessness. In 1859, Darwin
had published his h37pothesis. The Origin of Species by Means of Natural
Selection, or the Preservation of Favored Races by Means of Natural
Selection, or the Preservation of Races in the Struggle for Life.^^ He
developed a doctrine in this book which gained a prompt backing from
other distinguished international naturalists. In England, Sir Joseph
Hooker, Sir Charles Lyell, Sir John Lubbock, Thomas Huxley and
In the author's own words, this is the summary of his work:
"As many more individuals of each species are bom than can possibly
survive, and as, consequently, there is the frequently recurring
struggle for existence, it follows that any being, if it vary slightly
in any manner profitable to itself under the complex and sometimes
varying conditions of life, will have a better chance of surviving, and
thus be naturally selected. From the principle of inheritance, any
selected variety will tend to propagate its new and modified form."
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John Tyndall supported it. In the United States Asa Gray backed it, and
in Germany, Ernest Haeckel was a staunch supporter,
In 1896, Professor Mitchwell, a biologist, wrote on the subject
"Biological View of Our Foreign Policy" as a reaction to the Anglo-
German crisis. He said: "The great nations of the earth are local
varieties, species in the making, which are gathering together, emphasing
their national characters, and unconsciously making for specific dis¬
tinctions,"^^ To him foreign policies, insofar as they were not the mere
expressions of the individual ambition of rulers, were the anticipation
of, and provisions for, existence between incipient species. Feeble
races were being wiped from the face of the earth and the few great in¬
cipient species armed themselves against each other. England, he said,
was the greatest of these and had avoided horrible wars, but with the
whole world occupied and expansion continuing, she would have to fight
to death against successful rivals. Here, he gives a biological inter¬
pretation of why England went imperialistic.
Another distinguished thinker Karl Pearson, a scientist, pointed
out that history showed him only one way in which a state of civiliza-
IQ
tion had been produced, namely, "the struggle of race with race." He
assumed that progress depends on the survival of the fitter race. He
contended that progress would end and man would stagnate when "American
^^Lyell's Antiquity of Man and Huxley's Man's Place in Nature
appeared in 1863. Lubbock's Original of Civilization appeared in 1870.
^^Hayes, Generation of Materialism, p. 177,
^^Ibid., p. 182.
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and German and English traders shall no longer compete in the markets
of the world for raw materials, for their food supply, when the white
man and the dark man shall share the soil between them, and each till
IQ
it as he lists."
It would appear from the foregoing considerations of the theory
of Social Darwinism that the struggle of races is the eternal law of
history. People were inclined to conclude that in every particular
state of the world those nations which were strongest economically tended
to be best culturally. The strongest nations have always attempted to
conquer the weaker, and the conquerors have generall tended to be
superior to the conquered. The analogy from this is that imperialism
is justifiable and that stronger nations could pursue their ambitions.
^%ayes. Generation of Materialism, p. 183.
CONCLUSION
The triximph of imperialism in the late-Victorian era has been
studied with care. Among the causes most frequently mentioned for the
rapid growth of imperial holdings at this period are the business man's
desire for quick and enormous profits; the psychological drive of poli¬
ticians for British power and European mastery; the need, presumed or
real, for raw materials and markets; the uncontrolled workings of an
ill-understood economic system; the labor movement; naval tradition; a
spirit of adventure; strategic and diplomatic considerations based upon
an emerging sense of geopolitics; the rise of an inexpensive, sensation
seeking press; mass education; the growth of bureaucratic civil service
the desire to save souls; the conviction of a mission to civilize the
world; the search for God, and even the search for oneself.
Although the controversy over priority of causes will remain,
one generalization may stand. British imperialism was based upon a
sense of superiority. It hinged upon a conviction of a superior
economic system, a superior political code, on access to a superior
view of some Higher Being, on a superior way of life. Idealists and
realists alike sought to spread their institutions because they
thought they were superior. The British strategist could advocate
annexation of a crucial peninsula because it controlled a strait that
must in turn be controlled by the British Navy if the British were to
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to prosper; and the missionary, with a thought of God, could advocate
annexation so that pagans might obtain protection of a Christian nation
a nation superior because it is Christian.
The writer notes in this study of imperialism that the subject
falls under three rough classifications: first, those who emphasize
man's greed, his search for wealth, and the degree to which economic
motivation dominate him; second, those who emphasize man's idealism,
his desire to promote his vision of God, to create a better world, to
express through his actions exalted and brave sentiments; and third,
those who feel that nations and men are moved primarily by quest for
power, for personal and collective glory, by instincts both base and
noble.
British relations with Africa and Asia are of special importance
to both Britain and the colonies. The imperialist relationship, in¬
volving large capital investments, had the results of importing to the
colonies advanced technical skills and scientific knowledge. Railway
construction, for instance, required the importation of engineers.
Rivers had to be spanned, tunnels had to be built, and the lines, once
constructed, had to be maintained. Imported technical skill, except at
the lowest levels, became too costly, and as a result engineering
colleges and schools became inevitable. The spread of technical
knowledge in these colleges was a necessary result of capitalist invest
ment. It was not possible to keep natives out of the colleges, for
greater returns on capital depended on finding technical skill locally.
British industries were established in such territories, and had to
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depend, at least in the lower levels, on locally trained personnel.
With this advancement of knowledge among the local populations it be¬
came impossible to prevent local capital from encroaching on European
industrial monopolies. This was particularly the case in India, China,
and West Africa. It became obvious that from the primary aspect,
imperialism as an export of capital carried into the colonies the
seed of its own destruction.
Historically, the new imperialism brought to Africa some foreigners
who to some extent have promoted the overall economic phenomenon. In
East Africa, the Indians were brought in large numbers as laborers into
Kenya to work on the railway, and into Natal as plantation hands on the
sugar estates. Because they worked hard, lived parsimoniously, and
saved their earnings, they were able to go into trade. Their most
important contribution to the East African economies has been the
extension of the monetary economy into the subsistence areas - this is
a prerequisite for any economic development.
In West Africa, the imperialists encouraged the Lebanese and
Syrian immigrants. The migration of these Levantine merchants dated
from about the 1880's. The experience of the Levantines was not unlike
that of the Indians elsewhere. It unfolded a tale of hard work, pri¬
vation, parsimony, willingness to defer immediate well-being for future
advantage, and eventual accumulation of savings that in specific
instances made for an impressive economic position. The value of
Lebanese enterprise has been variously appraised. Analysing their
contributions in economic terms, it is argued that they made available
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to Africans goods that could otherwise not have been obtained, and
were thus responsible for raising the standard of living. The
position of this middle group in the distributory sector of British
enterprise is very significant.
Another aspect on imperialism which cannot be overlooked is the
humanitarian impulses of the liberal movement, which drove the British
to embark upon a policy of education, welfare schemes, and even
political training. The imperial government encouraged and welcomed
all voluntary educational effort which conformed to the general policy.
But the imperial government reserved to themselves the general direction
of educational policy and the supervision of all Educational Institu¬
tions, by inspection and other means. By trial and error attempts were
made to make education suitable to the mentality, aptitudes, occupa¬
tions and traditions of the various peoples, conserving as far as
possible all sound and healthy elements in the fabric of their social
life. The educational system catered for native teaching staff, en¬
couraged the education of girls and women, and provided vocational and
technical institutions to equip the new peoples with the new basic
skills. The importance of such an imperial policy rests upon the fact
that the traditional colonial societies were gradually transformed to
live within the framework of the new world order in which technology
and automation have become part and parcel of life. It is noted that
although educational facilities were extremely poor and inadequate in
the colonies, those few who struggled through were at least exposed to
the nobler side of western civilization.
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It is observed that direct administration of vast populations by
Britain naturally created new interests. The administrative authorities
had no direct interest in trade, the officers being at least according
to English tradition, recruited from the middle classes with public
school training. Their work was not all that easy but they were guided
by directives which were issued by the local Colonial Secretary in
pursuance of policies formulated by the Governor-in-Council. The
importance of the traditional political systems stems from the fact
that they formed the crux upon which the British form of government
operated in the colonies. Native law and custom worked side by side
with the British legal system. Where there were conflicts, the British
Officer resorted to a compromise which became later the basis of a
common law. The traditional political system, it would be noted, shaped
the political perspective of the modern colonial peoples, the orienta¬
tion to politics, and the attitudes toward authority. In these former
British territories, groupings of various tribal peoples was more common
than not but the advantage of this system was that it provided structures
through which status and power could be secured. The grouping of
dispersed tribal societies in a territorial system fostered the develop¬
ment of pan-tribalism in centralized chiefdoms, partly because of the
greater interaction, but also because the tribe is the most obvious
reference group of the struggle for status in the situation of forced
coexistence with other groups. This eventually led to nation building
in the colonies
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The complexities of administration led the British to embark upon
a policy of local government and the use of local personnel in the civil
service. The apparatus of the colonial administration, run largely by
local talent, had to be built up providing the colonial peoples both
with the administrative training and with knowledge and understanding
of the mechanism of modern government. This is particularly important
because it left a legacy in these colonies, namely, that the science of
government should be learnt if good rule is to be achieved.
It is necessary to emphasize that the contact between Europeans
and the colonial peoples was intensified during the new era of
imperialism. With direct administration and development of educational
systems in the colonies, the contact extended at different levels.
Slowly youths began to find their way into British Universities. The
first impulse which took these youths across the seas was really not
to probe the mysteries of Britain, but the material consideration of a
chance to compete in the Civil Service examination. But soon the move¬
ment assumed large proportions, and the large portion of the students
went abroad to study subjects such as engineering, medicine, forestry,
geology, chemistry, law and social sciences.
The growth of great cities in Asia and Africa, themselves centres
of political and economic dynamism, is a result of the new imperialism,
the immense significance of which has not been fully appreciated. In
India for instance, and even in some cases in Africa, the towns and
cities which were not great capitals were merely great centres of
population, sometimes important from the point of view of trade, often
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from the point of view of religious sanctity. They did not involve any
civic tradition. The new cities which grew up as a result of imperialism
represent a new principle: the organization of the city as an independent
unit. They have the full paraphernalia of British city life with
sheriffs, mayors, corporations and aldermen. It is the city that has
created the wealthy middle class. The emergence of the middle class,
both as political and economic life and as reservoirs of essential
scientific skills, has been in the main the outcome of the life of the
cities.
There are a few social consequences of this urbanization process
which deserve a place here. Anthropologists have observed that the most
important social changes are occurring in the urban areas, most of which
have been brought into existence because of industrialization. Here one
finds a new division of labor, partly the result of the skills which
are introduced by European technology. This did not exist in the pre¬
imperialist societies. It is also in the cities that the social conse¬
quences of a money economy are most clearly revealed, namely, the intro¬
duction of a new society which tend to dissolve or secularize the social
bonds of the traditional society. The ethnic or tribal associations
which are formed in the urban environment represent the first step in
the creation of new forms of social life. The most important of these
associations are those concerned with the economic life of the people
of the city, such as savings associations and associations of workers.
It is the economic life centered in the cities that brought the most
fundamental reorganization of colonial societies and therefore laid the
foundation for national states.
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Urbanization in the colonies cut across the traditional kingship
loyalties and tribal identifications. It created a new order of social
stratification based on one's education, one's income and occupation,
and the role which one played in the new social organization of the
city. Tne new stratification brought into existence the bourgeoisie
and the intelligentsia.
The new imperialism improved the health of the colonial peoples.
Most men, women, and children were habitually unwell. Many were unwell
from the day they were bom to the day they died. Many were sick of
sleeping sickness, malaria, leprosy, and so on. It was not only a
matter of suffering from diseases but the living in a physical, social,
and psychological environment on a diet that made it hard to keep well
even when not actually ill that needs to be taken into account. The
British government ran medical services and provided sanitary facilities
especially in large towns and cities. The result of this social service
is the prolongation of life and the increase in colonial population
after the Victorian age.
The impact of Christianity on community life was great. Since
Christian missions began in the colonies, every mission station has been
the nucleus of a community. This is not saying that the business of
the church is community development. Two types of Christian communities
worked throughout the colonial period; the Bush Mission Station and the
Urban Mission Station.
The Bush Mission Station ran a school, where the children of the
district learnt not only to pray and sing, but also to read, write and
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calculate, and where they encountered, for the first time in all like¬
lihood, the notion that all people are not as they are - that there are
different ways of looking at life, of spending one's energies and one's
leisure. It ran a medical centre, to which all those requiring medical
attention were treated. It ran a number of training programs that
opened up possibilities of better living.
The Urban Mission Station offered even more in the way of community
services from scout troops, sports clubs, sewing bees, pre-adolescent
and pre-marital instruction groups, and parental clinics for adult
school groups and classes for the training of church menibers as office
holders, speakers and co-counselors. All of these services brought
together in intimate fellowship a group of people within or related to
the organization's total congregation in a way that meets a particular
need of the group and fostered their identification with the total life
of the church. The churches have served other secular functions, too.
They taught the colonial peoples to raise and administer funds, to take
care of property, to keep accounts, run committees, organize conferences
and speak in public, in short, to take responsibility that is indispens¬
able to the development of a democratically ordered community.
It is significant to note the impact of education on colonial
societies. The ultimate effect was that it disrupted the traditional
cultural setting. Almost any aspect of these societies shows the new
forces at work. It was the nature of the colonial experience that at
every level it brought the traditional societies into contact with some
degree of modernization. Those areas that form the core of these
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societies - politics, economics and social structure - show the changes
most clearly. Changes like the following took place: age-old agricul¬
tural implements and methods were supplemented gradually by tractors
and fertilizers; health improvements through more varied food and
better medical care; distances were shortened by modem methods of
transportation; the colonial powers and the successor governments build
the systems of communication that enable them to rule large areas;
printing, radio, and television are now taking the place of word-of-
mouth communication; an interdependence grows within communities that
were previously separated; there are population shifts from the country¬
side to the towns; more flexible money systems have come into being,
and customary forms of barter tend to be devalued. It is further noted
that a taste for consixmer goods tends to be diversified and planning
agencies endeavour to institutionalize economic growth. People with
inherited status tend to give way before those with achieved status, and
those with inherited status tend to compliment it with achieved status.
Occupations in these former British colonies have become more skilled
and specialized. Because of education there are more salaried employ¬
ments, commerce is gradually flourishing and more impersonal labor
relationships dominate. The national civil service has replaced the
slow-going personal administration of native rulers and a new order
commands the old traditional patterns which have been weakened by the
impact of the most reasonable form of government, namely, democracy.
In summation, the writer observes that many scholars have at¬
tempted to investigate the causes of the sudden enthusiasm and bouyant
75
success of the British who dotted the whole globe with the colonies
during the late-Victorian era. The clash of opinion is thought provok¬
ing. After 1870 all the Powers of the world were infected by an im¬
perial virus. The epidemic spread throughout the world creating inter¬
national tensions and conflicts, especially in Africa, Asia, and the
Caribbean. Although the picture looks unattractive from the outside,
the fact still remains that the advantages of imperialism to the
colonial peoples outweigh the disadvantages. Aside from other considera¬
tions (such as British commercial gain), the highest aim of British
colonial policy was simple. It was to guide the colonial peoples to
responsible self government, under conditions that would ensure to the
people concerned both a fair standard of living and freedom from oppres¬
sion from any quarter.
In pursuance of this policy, the British clashed with the native
elites and were branded as exploiters, and rival powers called them
imperialists in a derogatory sense, but they have left some very good
footprints by their rule of law, the growth of modern cities, the impact
of the English language and the new ideas borne by it.
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